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FOREWORD 


This  annotated  bibliography  is  comprised  of  a 
selection  of  studies  dealing  with  use  of  and  reactions  to  cannabis, 
psychedelic  (LSD,  mescaline),  amphetamine,  tranquillizing  and 
narcotic  drugs.  The  basis  of  selection  was  that  the  study  1)  deals 
with  humans,  rather  than  animals;  2)  deals  with  hard  data  in  the 
form  of  tests,  interviews,  comparative  sampling  and  the  like; 
and/or  3)  be  not  just  a philosophical  treatise  on  drugs  and  drug  use. 

This  is  by  no  means  considered  to  be  a totally  complete 
and  up-to-date  collection  of  studies  (if  such  a thing  can  exist),  but 
is  nevertheless  a fairly  thorough  sampling  of  the  major  English 
language  works  in  the  field  from  the  past  20  years. 

Cross-indexed  appendices  are  supplied  to  allow  the 
reader  easy  access  to  studies  within  his  particular  area  of  interest. 

All  studies  mentioned  herein  are  on  file  at  the 
Documentation  Department,  of  the  Addiction  Research  Foundation, 
33  Russell  Street,  Toronto  4,  Ontario. 


G.  W.  MERCER 
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1.  Abrams,  A.  , Gagnon,  J.  H.  and  Levin,  J.  J. 

Psychosocial  Aspects  of  Addiction. 

Am.  J.  Public  Health  (New  York),  58  (11):  2142-2155,  1968. 

Four  hundred  Negro  Chicago  addicts  from  the  Cook  County  Jail  records 
were  studied.  "The  average  addict  between  the  ages  of  ten  and  twenty- 
five  has  spent  fifteen  per  cent  of  his  life  in  jail".  The  study  points  out 
the  addiction,  arrest,  re-addiction  cycle  and  discusses  some  factors 
leading  to  addiction  such  as  an  "aggressive  assault  on  reality"  by  the 
dissatisfied,  second  generation  urban  slum  dweller  through  the  use  of 
drugs. 


2.  Ahmed,  S. 

Patterns  of  Juvenile  Drug  Use. 

Dissertation  Abstracts,  (Ann  Arbor),  28(11-A):  4703,  1968. 

One  hundred  and  forty  lower  class  drug  using  volunteers  between  the  ages 
of  thirteen  to  twepty-one  (mostly  Mexican  and  Negro)  in  Oakland , California, 
were  studied  using  interview,  TAT,  discussions  and  participant  observa- 
tions. Four  patterns  of  drug  use  were  identified:  (1)  the  sociable  or  con- 
ventionally adjusted  user;  (2)  the  autonomy  seeker;  (3)  the  unconvention- 
ally adjusted  user  and  (4)  the  rebellious  user.  It  was  found  that  the  degree 
of  involvement  with  drugs  varied  inversely  with  (a)  the  degree  of  convent- 
ional orientation  (b)  the  degree  of  intimacy  with  conventional  adults  and 
(c.)  the  degree  of  conventional  achievements. 


3.  Allentuck,  S.  , and  Bowman,  K.  M. 

The  Psychiatric  Aspects  of  Marihuana  Intoxication. 

Am.  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  18:  248-251,  1942. 

"Marihuana  may  precipitate  a psychosis  in  an  unstable  disorganized  person- 
ality, when  it  is  taken  in  amounts  greater  than  he  can  tolerate".  Nine  psy- 
choses were  precipitated  in  seventy- seven  subjects;  however,  "marihuana 
will  not  produce  a psychosis  de  novo  in  a well  - integrated,  stable  person- 
ality". 
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4.  Anonymous 

Changing  Drug  Patterns  in  the  Haight- Ashbury. 

Calif.  Med.  (San  Francisco),  110(2):  141-157,  1969. 

This  is  the  transcript  of  a discussion  with  Dr.  D.  E.  Smith,  Medical 
Director  of  the  Haight-Ashbury  Medical  Clinic.  Dr.  Smith  discusses  the 
paranoia  and  violence  of  amphetamine  psychosis  and  the  non-violence  and 
magical  beliefs  of  the  "psychedelic  syndrome"  of  chronic  LSD  users.  He 
also  gives  a brief  overview  of  both  the  speed  freak  and  acid  head  commun- 
ities in  and  around  Haight-Ashbury  and  speaks  about  his  experiences  with 
drug  users. 


5.  Askevold,  F. 

The  Occurrence  of  Paranoid  Incidents  and  Abstinence  Delirium  in  Abusers 
of  Amphetamine. 

Acta,  Psychiatr.  (Kobenhavn),  34(2):  145-164,  1959. 

Between  1947-57,  fourteen  patients  were  admitted  to  a psychiatric  hospital 
for  treatment  of  amphetamine  addiction.  Of  those,  seven  had  prior  histor- 
ies of  paranoid  psychosis.  "Four  patients  developed  a delirium  psychosis 
during  the  abstinence"  marked  by  lack  of  anxiety  with  increased  activity 
and  restlessness. 


6.  Ausubel,  D,  P. 

Causes  and  Types  of  Narcotic  Addiction:  A Psychosocial  View 
Psychiatr.  Q.  (Utica),  35:  523-531,  1961. 

A typology  of  addicts  and  discussion  of  the  nature  of  addiction  is  offered. 
The  authors  concluded  that  physical  dependence  on  narcotics  is  not  a major 
reason  for  continuation  of  their  use  but  rather  continuation  is  more  a func- 
tion of  an  immature  personality. 


7.  Bakewell,  W.  E.  , and  Wikler,  A. 

Symposium:  Non-narcotic  Addiction:  Incidence  in  a University  Hospital 
Ward. 

J.  A.  M.  A.  (Chicago),  196(8):  710-713,  1966. 

Among  132  patients  admitted  to  a general  open  psychiatric  ward,  nine  were 
physically  dependent  upon  barbiturates,  "nonbarbiturate  sedatives"  or  "minor 
tranquillizers".  As  a group,  the  nine  physically  dependent  patients  were 
characterized  by  depression  and  anxiety,  although  some  also  had  associated 
character  disorder,  histories  of  alcoholism  and  disabling  physical  diseases. 
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8.  Ball,  J.  C. 

Two  Patterns  of  Narcotic  Drug  Addiction  in  the  United  States. 

Journal  of  Criminal  Law,  Criminology  and  Police  Science  (London)  56  (2): 
203-211,  1965. 

Using  hospital  data  from  fifty-two  states  (52,  787,  28Ss..)  and  an 
analysis  of  the  medical  records  of  3,  301  addict  patients  discharged  from 
Lexington  and  Fort  Worth  Hospital  in  1962,  two  patterns  of  opiate  addiction 
are  described.  One  pattern  consists  of  heroin  use  by  metropolitan  youth 
who  are  members  of  minority  groups.  The  other  is  by  middle  aged  whites 
using  opiates  other  than  heroin  and  is  concentrated  in  the  southern  states. 
Comparing  addicts  from  these  hospitals  in  1962  with  1937  data,  male  pati- 
ents are  some  eight  years  younger,  more  from  minority  groups  and  from 
northern  cities. 


9.  Ball,  J.  C.  and  Cottrell,  E.  S. 

Admissions  of  Narcotic  Drug  Addicts  to  Public  Health  Service  Hospitals 
1935-1963. 

Public  Health  Rep.  (Washington),  80  (6):  471-475,  1965. 

When  addict  patients  admitted  in  1967  were  compared  with  those  admitted 
in  1963,  the  1963  hospital  population  was  found  to  be  younger,  to  come  fre- 
quently from  the  largest  metropolitan  areas  and  was  more  likely  to  be  non- 
white. 


10.  Ball,  J.  C.  and  Snarr,  R.  W. 

A Test  of  the  Maturation  Hypothesis  with  Respect  to  Opiate  Addiction. 
Bulletin  on  Narcotics,  (New  York),  21  (4):  9 - 1 3 , 1969. 

One  hundred  and  eight  Puerto  Rican  opiate  addicts  from  the  Lexington 
Hospital  were  studied  using  interviews,  police  and  hospital  records. 

It  was  found  sixty- seven  per  cent  were  still  using  heroin  or  were  in  jail  at 
the  time  of  this  follow-up,  three  years  after  initial  hospitalization. 

"It  appears  then  that  two  major  patterns  exist  . . .In  one  instance  the 
addict  becomes  increasingly  enmeshed  in  a nonproductive  or  criminal 
career  ...  In  the  second  case  the  addict  terminates  his  drug  centered 
way  of  life". 
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11.  Barnard,  G.  W.  , and  Ritch,  L. 

Psychodynamics  of  Narcotic  Addiction. 

J.  Fla.  Med.  Assoc.  (Jacksonville)  55(9):  831-834,  1988. 

The  character  structures  of  addicts  are  discussed: 

"...  Regardless  of  any  addict's  education,  professional  or  social  status, 
the  addict  is  basically  a dependent  infantile  character.  The  psychodynamics 
tend  to  focus  on  conflicts  at  an  early  stage  of  life  and  often  ...  at  a pre- 
verbal  level  of  experience". 


12.  Barrett,  J.  E.,  and  Dimascio,  A. 

Comparative  Effects  of  the  'Minor  Tranquilizers'  on  'High'  and  'Low' 
Anxious  Student  Volunteers. 

Dis.  Nerv.  Syst.  (Galveston),  27(7):  483-486,  1966. 

One  hundred  and  twenty  male  college  students  selected  on  the  basis  of  the 
Taylor  Manifest  Anxiety  Scale  were  studied  using  six  drug  conditions,  in- 
cluding placebo.  Changes  in  anxiety  level  were  measured  by  the  Scheier 
and  Cattell  Anxiety  Battery.  It  was  found  that  personality  traits  were  sig- 
nificantly related  to  drug  response,  the  "high  anxious"  subjects  had  reduced 
anxiety,  while  the  "low  anxious"  had  increased  anxiety  under  small  doses 
of  tranquillizers  such  as  Librium  and  Valium. 


13.  Bates,  W.  M. 

Occupational  Characteristics  of  Negro  Addicts. 

International  Journal  of  the  Addictions  (New  York),  3 (2):  345-350,  1966. 

From  ninety-eight  successive  Negro  opiate  addict  admissions  and  one 
marihuana  admission  to  the  Lexington  U.  S.  Public  Service  Hospital,  the 
data  showed  that  nearly  two-thirds  never  started  steady  work  before  drug 
use  and  of  the  group  that  did  start  steady  work,  seventy-four  per  cent  had 
a poor  work  history  after  addiction.  Fifty-nine  per  cent  started  drug  use 
before  the  age  of  twenty- one.  For  the  group  of  subjects  supported  by  the 
father,  fourteen  per  cent  maintained  steady  employment  after  addiction  as 
opposed  to  six  per  cent  without  paternal  support.  There  are  a large  number 
of  Negro  urban  addicts  who  have  never  started  an  occupational  career  and 
drug  use  seems  related  to  low  socioeconomic  status. 


5 


14.  Beamish,  P.  , and  Kiloh,  L.  G. 

Psychosis  Due  to  Amphetamine  Consumption. 

Journal  of  Mental  Science  (London),  106:  337-343,  I960. 

Concerning  amphetamines  precipitating  a schizophrenic  reaction  "the  case 
described  and  other  papers  provide  little  or  no  support  for  this  view  . . . 
m the  seven  cases  described,  in  none  could  there  be  obtained  any  evidence 
of  any  schizophrenic  relative". 

I ' . ■ ‘ ' ■ 

15.  Becker,  H.  S. 

Becoming  a Marihuana  User. 

Am.  J.  Sociol.  (Chicago),  59:  235-242,  1953. 

Based  on  fifty  interviews  with  marihuana  users,  the  author  puts  forward 
the  hypothesis  that  drug  use  (at  least  marihuana  use)  is  not  due  to  pre- 
disposing personality  factors,  but  rather  due  to  a learning  experience  with- 
in a social  context. 


16.  Becker,  H.  S. 

Marihuana  Use  and  the  Social  Context 
Social  Problems  (Kalamazoo),  3:  35-44,  1955. 

Based  on  fifty  interviews  with  marihuana  users,  the  study  concludes  that 
use  is  related  more  to  social  controls  (i.  e.  , group  pressures,  availability, 
etc.  ) than  to  underlying  personality  variables. 


17.  Bell,  D.  S.  , and  Trethowan,  W.  H. 

Amphetamine  Addiction. 

J.  Nerv.  Ment.  Dis.  (Baltimore),  133(6):  489-495,  1961. 

A detailed  study  of  fourteen  cases  led  the  authors  to  the  conclusion  that: 
"Although,  as  with  addicts  using  other  drugs,  those  affected  showed  under- 
lying personality  instability,  their  addiction  may  be  accounted  for  - in  part 
by  the  stimulating  effect  of  the  drug,  leading  to  . . . regression". 


18.  Bell,  D.  S.  , and  Trethowan,  W.  H. 

Amphetamine  Addiction  and  Disturbed  Sexuality. 

Arch.  Gen.  Psychiatry,  (Chicago)  4:  74-78,  1961. 

The  heavy  use  of  amphetamines  by  fourteen  patients  and  its  effect  on  their 
sexuality  is  discussed.  "It  was  found  that  the  effect  bears  a close  relation- 
ship to  the  pre-existing  sexual  adjustment  of  the  individual  concerned. 
Where  inhibition  of  sexuality  existed  prior  to  addiction  little  or  no  change 
was  seen  and  in  others  regression  to  a more  infantile  level  of  sexual  be- 
haviour led  to  perverse  trends  becoming  overt  or  exaggerated". 
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19.  Blacker,  K.  H.  , Jones,  R.  T„  Stone,  G.  C.  , and  Pfefferbaum,  D. 

Chronic  Users  of  LSD*  The  'Acid  Heads'. 

Am.  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  125  (3):  97-107,  1968. 

Twenty -one  paid  volunteers  who  were  chronic  users  of  LSD  were  inter- 
viewed and  participated  in  a series  of  cognitive  and  perceptual  tests  and 
EEG  studies.  Among  other  observations  derived  from  both  interviews 
and  testing,  the  authors  noted  that  the  group  shared  a set  of  magical- 
mystical  beliefs  and  profound  non-aggressive  attitudes  as  well  as  unique 
sensitivity  to  certain  types  of  sensory  stimulation.  The  authors  suggest 
that  the  beliefs  and  attitudes  of  the  group  may  have  arisen  as  learned  con- 
sequences of  frequent,  intense  LSD  experiences  in  susceptible  subjects. 


2 0.  Blum,  R.  H. 

Drugs  and  Personal  Values. 

Paper  presented  at  the  National  Association  of  Student  Personnel  Admin- 
istrators Drug  Education  Conference,  Washington,  D.  C.,  10  pp.  , Nov- 
ember 7-8,  1966. 

A paper  on  the  personal  and  social  values  which  might  lead  to  drug  taking. 
Some  of  these  values  are  "inside"  versus  "outside"  orientation;  resolution 
of  personal  difficulties  and  alleviation  of  pain;  ethnocentr ism;  religious 
and  mystical  functions;  disillusionment;  enhanced  creativity;  the  'cool' 
rebellion;  the  scientific  ethic,  and  so  on.  Although  this  is  not  a technical 
paper,  it  offers  insight  into  the  possible  personal  motivation  of  the  drug 
users. 


21.  Blum,  R.  , Blum,  E.  , and  Funkhouser,  M.  L. 

Rejection  and  Acceptance  of  LSD- Users  and  Controls  Compared. 

In:  Utopiates:  R.  Blum  (Ed),  New  York:  Atherton  Press,  pp.  90-117,  1965. 

Seventy-one  persons  who  accepted  LSD  when  it  was  offered  were  clinically 
compared  to  forty-seven  controls  through  interview  techniques.  "On  ratings, 
the  accepter  group  was  more  often  characterized  as  ethnocentric,  free  from 
anxiety,  and  free  from  fear  of  loss  of  self-mastery.  No  important  diff  - 
erences in  ego  control,  trust, or  gross  personality  disorder  were  observed". 
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22.  Blum,  R.  H.  , and  Associates. 

Students  and  Drugs.  San  Francisco:  Jossey-Bass  Inc.  , pp.  399,  1969. 


This  is  a discussion  of  students  and  drug  use  based  on  survey  and  psycholo- 
gical testing  done  in  five  American  colleges  and  high  schools  during  1966, 
using  a total  of  1,  314  randomly  selected  students.  Some  of  the  findings:  "In 
capsule,  the  satisfied,  close  to  family  mode  rate , religiously  active,  ideolo- 
gically stable,  technologically  orientated,  younger,  lower  class  men  are  in 
the  non-using  groups.  As  one  moves  into  using  groups  . . . these  character- 
istics begin  to  shift  in  the  direction  of  religious  non- involevement  and  political 
interest,  with  students  also  being  older,  more  advanced  in  school,  in  oppos- 
ition to  parents  and  conventional  values  and  so  on,  " (page  129)  and  "On  the 
Rokeach  Dogmatism  Scale,  the  highest  dogmatism  scores  occur  among  right- 
wing  and  religious  students  and  when  drug  users  are  contrasted  to  non-users, 
the  users  are  significantly  less  dogmatic  and  more  open-minded"  (page  240) 
and  "willingness  to  take  drugs  is  significantly  correlated  with  their  response 
to  social  invitations  to  use  illicit  drugs".  (page  287). 


23.  Blumenfield,  M. 

Ten  Months  Experience  with  LSD  Users  Admitted  to  County  Psychiatric 
Receiving  Hospital. 

N.  Y.  State  J.  Med.  (New  York),  67(13):  1849-1853,  1967. 

Of  twenty-five  patients  with  a history  of  LSD  use,  tldrteen  were  admitted 
with  symptoms  whose  onset  was  temporally  related  to  LSD  ingestion.  Eighty 
per  cent  of  these  were  diagnosed  as  borderline  psychotic.  "This  need  for 
hospitalization  does  not  appear  to  be  solely  or  even  to  the  largest  extent  to 
represent  a toxic  effect  of  the  drug  ingestion  but  rather  the  interaction  of 
chronic  psychiatric  conflicts  and  current  environmental  pressures". 


24.  Blumer,  H. 

The  World  of  Youthful  Drug  Use. 

School  of  Criminology,  University  of  California,  Berkeley,  A.  D.  D.  Report, 

85  pp.  1967. 

This  is  a survey  of  the  drug  subculture  in  the  environs  of  the  University  of 
California.  Personality  types  of  users  are  divided  into  "rowdy",  "pot-head", 
"mellow  duds"  and  "player". 


8 


25.  Bottrill,  J.  H. 

Personality  Changes  in  LSD  Users. 

J.  Gen.  Psychol.  (Provincetown),  80  (2):  157-161,  1969. 

Twenty-two  male  undergraduates  volunteered  for  this  study.  Eleven  did 
not  want  to  take  LSD,  eleven  did  want  to  take  LSD.  The  two  groups  were 
given  the  stimulus  variation  seeking  scale  for  adults,  the  MMPI,  the  Bell 
Adjustment  Inventory,  the  Neuroticism  Scale  Questionnaire  and  the  Sixteen 
Personality  Factor  Inventory.  The  group  which  wanted  to  take  LSD  was 
found  to  be  significantly  more  suggestible,  higher  on  hypochondriasis  and 
paranoia;  high  on  the  I scale  but  low  on  the  F and  E scale  on  the  Neu- 
roticism Scale;  high  on  home  adjustment  and  masculinity  - feminity  and 
low  on  health;  submissiveness  and  emotionality,  and  hostility  - friendship 
on  the  Bell  test;  and  on  the  Sixteen  PF  test  was  higher  on  M,  Q1  and  Q2 
factors  but  lower  on  the  L factor  than  the  group  which  did  not  want  to  take 
LSD.  Thus  it  was  concluded  there  were  significant  personality  differences 
between  the  two  groups.  Those  in  the  group  which  wanted  to  take  LSD  were 
given  it  and,  after  re-testing,  it  was  concluded  also  that  there  are  both 
short  and  long  term  personality  differences  as  a consequence  of  taking  LSD 
one  or  more  times. 


26.  Bowers,  M.  G.  and  Freedman,  D.  X. 

Psychedelic  Experiences  in  Acute  Psychosis. 

Arch.  Gen.  Psychiatry  (Chicago),  15  (3):  240-248,  1966. 

This  is  a review  of  eight  clinical  cases.  It  concludes  that  psychedelic 
and  psychotic  types  of  subjective  reactions  are  closely  related. 


27.  Bowers,  M.  B. , Chipman,  A.  , Schwartz,  A.  , and  Dann,  O.  T. 

Dynamics  of  Psychedelic  Drug  Abuse. 

Arch.  Gen.  Psychiatry  (Chicago),  16(5):  560-566,  1967. 

Three  clinical  studies  of  university  students  who  came  under  psychiatric 
care  as  a result  of  psychedelic  drug  abuse  are  examined.  "Each  patient 
seemed  to  have  a central  problem  with  intense  needs  for  interpersonal 
closeness  and  lack  of  access  to  meaningful  affective  experience.  " Projec- 
tive themes  centered  around  wish  fulfillment  for  intimacy  and  deep  affec- 
tive involvement.  Projective  tests  (TAT,  Rorschach,  Word  As sociation, 
Draw-A-Person)  and  intelligence  measures  (Wechsler)  were  used  as  well 
as  psychiatric  interviews. 
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28.  Brehm,  M.  L.  , and  Back,  K.  W. 

Self  Image  and  Attitudes  Towards  Drugs. 

J.  Pers.  (Durham,  N.  C.  ),  36  (2):  299-314,  1968. 

A number  of  attitudinal  and  self-image  scales  were  administered  to  333 
introductory  psychology  students.  It  was  found  that  "there  is  a general 
orientation  towards  the  use  of  physical  agents  to  change  oneself,  independ- 
ent of  the  particular  drug  taken"  (page  313).  Conditions  influencing  the 
inclination  to  take  drugs  were  listed  as  dis satisfaction  with  oneself,  and 
a lack  of  restraints  to  take  drugs  such  as  fear  of  loss  of  control.  The 
drugs  considered  ranged  from  aspirin  through  cannabis,  hallucinogens, 
alcohol,  tobacco,  and  pain-killers  to  opiates. 


29.  Bromberg,  W. 

Marihuana:  A Psychiatric  Study. 

J.  A.  M.  A.  (Chicago),  113:  4-12,  1939. 

One  hundred  and  twenty-five  persons  charged  with  marihuana  offences 
were  clinically  examined.  "The  basic  personality  of  the  smoker  appears 
to  be  a vital  factor  in  the  development  of  a marihuana  psychosis.  Count- 
less persons  use  marihuana  without  development  of  an  observable  mental 
condition.  Occasionally,  use  leads  to  a functional  psychosis.  In  such 
cases  there  appears  to  be  an  intimate  relation  between  the  dissociation  in 
the  patient's  personality  and  the  subjective  effects  of  the  drug  which  tend  to 
widen  the  dissociation  and  produce  a psychosis". 


30.  Bromberg,  W.  , and  Rodgers,  T.  C. 

Marihuana  and  Aggressive  Crime., 

Am.  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  102:  825-827,  1945-1946. 

In  a study  of  criminal  military  personnel  Bromberg  found  "of  8,  280  con- 
secutive admissions,  . 0048%  were  users  of  the  drug  "(Marihuana)".  Of 
these  users  thirty-one  were  Negro,  eight  Mexican,  and  one  White.  There 
is  a chart  of  personality  factors:  twenty-five  of  the  users  had  "psychopathic 
inadequate  personalities,  " six  were  emotionally  immature  and  the  remain- 
ing divided  equally  over  five  other  categories.  It  was  concluded  that  mari- 
huana USC  was  not  related  to  crime  but  is  rather  "an  aspect  of  some  type 
of  mental  disorder  or  personality  abnormality". 
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31.  Brown,  C.  T. 

Benzedrine  Habituation. 

Military  Surgeon,  (Washington),  104:  365-370,  1949. 

Three  cases  of  mental  disturbance  following  Benzedrine  ingestion  are 
reported. 


32.  Carr,  R.  B. 

Acute  Psychotic  Reaction  After  Inhaling  Methylamphetamine. 

Br.  Med.  J.  (London),  1;  1476,  1954. 

A case  of  acute  psychotic  reaction  after  inhalation  of  methylamphetamine 
in  a patient  whose  previous  personality  was  "such  as  to  pre -dispose  him 
to  psychotic  behaviours  and  possibly  to  addictions"  is  presented.  Remis- 
sion after  seven  days. 


33.  Chapman,  A.  H. 

Paranoid  Psyc  ioses  Associated  with  Amphetamine  Usage. 

Am.  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  111:  43-45,  1954. 

"Thus  it  would  appear  that  amphetamine  and  related  compounds  can  pre- 
cipitate acute  psychotic  episodes  with  dominant  paranoid  features  . . . 
whether  the  psychosis  would  develop  as  an  acute  or  chronic  process  would 
depend  on  the  basic  personality  of  the  patient,  one  with  a lesser  degree  of 
basic  personality  difficulty  would  probably  have  an  acute,  transitory  para- 
noid psychosis,  while  one  who  strongly  tended  to  use  projection  as  a de- 
fensive measure  would  be  likely  to  exhibit  a prolonged  paranoid  process.  " 
There  are  two  clinical  case  reports  and  a view  of  the  literature  for  sub- 
stantiation. 


34.  Charen,  S.  , and  Perelman,  L. 

Personality  Studies  of  Marihuana  Addicts. 

Am.  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  102:  674-682,  1945-1946. 

Sixty  marihuana  using  infantry  soldiers  (fifty-five  Negro,  five  White) 
who  came  to  the  attention  of  the  army  authorities  because  of  bad  conduct 
were  studied:  "The  personality  pattern  of  these  men  is  one  of  strong 
libidinous  desires  resulting  from  early  home  conflict,  a weak  ego  which 
identifies  with  an  undesirable  father  image  and  a super-ego  created  by 
a moral  mother".  They  were  found  to  be  of  normal  intelligence.  Marihuana 
was  used  to  give  feelings  of  adequancy  and  to  repress  the  super-ego.  The 
paper  also  gives  a list  of  slang  terms  used  by  smokers  at  the  time. 
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35.  Chopra,  R.  N.  and  Chopra,  G.  S. 

The  Present  Postion  of  Hemp-Drug  Addiction  in  India. 

Indian  Medical  Research  Memoirs,  Indian  J.  Med.  Res.  (New  Delhi) 
Suppl.  Ser.  , Memoir  No.  31;  1-119,  1939. 


Concerning  personality  factors,  of  1,  283  hemp  addicts  interviewed  in  India, 
3.  4 per  cent  were  neurotic,  16.  9 per  cent  took  hemp  for  insomnia,  15.  11  per 
cent  were  irritable  and  excitable,  4.  04  per  cent  hypochondriacs,  2.  42  had 
a history  of  syphilis,  1.  21  per  cent  had  a history  of  other  nervous  diseases 
and  51.  86  per  cent  "had  no  history  of  nervous  diseases". 


36.  Clark,  L.  D.  and  Clark,  L. 

The  Effects  of  Cortisone  on  LSD-25  Intoxication  in  Schizophrenic  Patients. 

J.  Nerv.  Ment.  Dis.  (Baltimore),  123:  561-562,  1056. 

Five  young  schizophrenic  patients  were  given  LSD  and  cortisone,  "It  is 
felt  that  schizophrenics  do  not  differ  from  normal  subjects  in  their  pharm- 
acological sensitivity  to  LSD  but  may  differ  in  their  capacity  to  communicate 
the  subjective  aspects  of  the  LSD  experience". 


37.  Clark,  L.  D.  and  Nakashima,  E.  N. 

Experimental  Studies  of  Marihuana. 

Am.  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  125  (3):  379~384,  1968. 

Twelve  undergraduate  subjects  were  administered  various  doses  of  mari- 
huana and  given  a number  of  performance  tests.  It  was  found  that  "A  number 
of  performance  tests  proved  insensitive  to  marihuana  in  the  doses  used  . . . 
A high  level  of  inter  and  intra  subject  variability  in  effects  on  marihuana 
occurs  . . . Effects  on  complex  (choice)  reaction  type  and  on  a digit  code 
memory  task  were  most  consistently  impaired". 


38.  Cockett,  R.  , and  Marks,  V. 

Amphetamine  Taking  Among  Young  Offenders. 

Br.  J.  Psychiatry  (London),  115(527):  1203-1204,  1969. 

Of  972  juvenile  offenders  examined,  6.  9 per  cent  showed  evidence  of  having 
taken  amphetamines.  The  sixteen  PF  test  and  HDHQ  test  was  given  to  a 
random  sample  of  non-drug  offenders  and  thirty-two  amphetamine  offenders. 
"Drug  takers  appear  less  likely  to  distort  their  responses  to  such  question- 
naires, are  more  shy,  retiring,  introverted,  anxious,  self-critical,  guilt- 
ridden,  more  radical  and  less  traditional  than  those  not  involved  in  drug 
taking". 
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39.  Cohen,  A.  Y. 

Who  Takes  LSD  and  Why. 

New  Society,  (London),  8:  225-227,  1966. 

Forty  male  undergraduates  were  divided  into  two  groups:  those  who 
would  take  LSD  and  those  who  would  not.  Tests  were  administered  and 
it  was  found  those  who  would  not  were  "experimentally  defined  as  very 
rigid,  intolerant  of  ambiguity,  non- introspective  and  unwilling  to  confront 
their  psychological  problems  "while  those  who  would  take  LSD  were  cre- 
ative, flexible,  more  self-aware  and  more  stable  in  the  ordinary  scene. 
The  "psychedelic  personality"  and  subculture  is  also  considered. 


40.  Cohen,  S.  , and  Ditman,  K.  S. 

Prolonged  Adverse  Reactions  to  LSD. 

Arch.  Gen.  Psychiatry,  (Chicago)  8:  475-480,  1963. 

Nine  case  studies  of  adverse  LSD  reactions  are  presented.  "The  patients 
who  have  difficulty  tend  to  be  emotionally  liable  often  hysterical  or  para- 
noid personalities". 


41.  Cohen,  S.  , and  McGlothlin,  W. 

LSD  and  Personality 

U.  S.  Department  of  Health,  Ed.  and  Welfare  Public  Health  Service, 

Mental  Health  Program  Reports,  Bethesda,  NaLonal  Institute  of  Mental 
Health,  pp.  , 217-223,  1967. 

Seventy-two  volunteers  were  divided  into  three  groups,  high  dose  LSD, 
low  dose  LSD,  and  amphetamine  dose.  Each  subject  was  tested  a week 
before  the  drug  session  and  two  weeks  and  six  months  after  the  session 
with  a large  number  of  tests  including  MMPI,  TAT,  ink  blot  and  attitude 
teits.  "Introspective  people,  capable  of  both  a spontaneous  life  style  and 
a tolerance  for  passivity  responded  more  intensely  to  the  drug  and  were 
enthusiastic  about  the  experience.  Those  who  showed  a proclivity  for  self- 
control  and  a tendency  to  remain  in  control  of  their  environment  appeared 
to  have  a minimal  response  to  LSD". 


42.  Connell,  P.  H. 

Amphetamine  Psychosis. 

London:  Chapman  and  Hall,  133  pp.  , 1958. 

Forty-two  papers  on  amphetamine  psychosis  are  reviewed  and  critically 
analyzed.  Some  of  the  conclusions  established  are:  "Patients  who  dev- 
elop psychotic  reactions  to  amphetamine  show  a high  incidence  of  abnormal 
personality  and  instablity  as  well  as  of  alcoholism  and  other  drug  addictions. 
This  should  not  obscure  the  fact  that  apparently  normal  and  well-adjusted 
individuals  may  develop  this  reaction  ..."  and  "The  clinical  picture  is 

primarily  a paranoid  psychosis  with  ideas  of  reference,  delusions  of 
persecution,  auditory  and  visual  hallucinations  in  a setting  of  clear  con- 

t 1 


sciousness 
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43.  Connell,  P.  H. 

Amphetamines  II 

Medical  World,  (London)  96:  106-111,  1962. 

Clincial  uses  of  amphetamines  are  discussed.  "The  persons  who  become 
addicted  are  usually  of  unstable  personality  with  a history  of  poor  adjustment 
to  life  ". 


44.  Cox,  C.  , and  Smart,  R.  G. 

The  Nature  and  Extent  of  Speed  Use  in  North  America. 

Can.  Med.  Assoc.  J.  (Toronto),  102:  724-729,  1970. 

A brief  review  of  the  literature  on  amphetamine  use  in  North  America  in- 
cluding the  acute  and  chronic  effects  of  speed,  the  extent  of  speed  use,  the 
personality  characteristics  and  social  backgrounds  of  speed  users  and  a 
discussion  of  the  problems  and  unavailability  of  research  on  amphetamines. 
Within  the  section  on  personality  and  social  background  of  speed  users,  the 
results  of  twelve  different  studies  are  discussed  and  while  no  definite  con- 
clusions are  made,  the  paper  is  an  overview  and  a source  of  further  refer- 
ences. 

45.  Dahlberg,  C.  C.  , Mechanek,  R.  , and  Feldstein,  S. 

LSD  Research;  The  Impact  of  Lay  Publicity. 

Am.  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  125  (5):  685-689,  1968. 

I 

The  impact  of  negative  publicity  on  LSD  studies,  on  the  drug  takers  and  on 
the  research  teams  is  discussed.  Nineteen  out  of  twenty-nine  investigators 
reported  publicity  had  negatively  affected  recruitment  of  appropriate  subjects, 
the  attitudes  of  participating  subjects,  the  behaviour  of  research  personnel 
and  the  continuation  of  research  proposals. 

46.  Dally,  P. 

Undesirable  Effects  of  Marihuana. 

Br.  Med.  J.  (London),  3:  367,  1967. 

Four  case  studies  of  marihuana  use  causing  mental  imbalance,  possibly 
precipitating  it. 

47.  Denber,  H.  C.  B.  , and  Merlis,  S. 

Studies  on  Mescaline  I. Action  in  Schizophrenic  Patients. 

Psychiatr.  Q.  (Utica),  29:  421-429,  1955. 

Twenty-five  schizophrenic  patients  were  administered  0.  5 grams  of  mes- 
caline sulphate.  "The  treatment  produced  only  a quantitative  change  in 
symptoms  and  did  not  affect  the  structure  of  the  psychosis.  " There  was  a 
predominance  of  emotional  over  ideational  reactions. 
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48.  Dimascio  , A.  , and  Barrett,  J. 

Comparative  Effects  of  Oxazepam  in  "High"  and  "Low"  Anxious  Student 
Volunteers. 

Psychosomatics  (Brooklyn)  6:  298-302,  1965. 

An  experiment  with  sixty  physically  healthy  male  college  students  selected 
on  the  basis  of  their  high  and  low  scores  on  the  Taylor  Manifest  Anxiety 
Scale  using  meprobamate,  oxazepam,  and  a placebeo.  The  use  of  oxaze- 
pam ("a  minor  tranquillizer")  markedly  reduced  anxiety  in  "high"  anxiety  . 
students  but  increased  anxiety  in  "low*1'  anxious  students.  See  also  Barrett 
and  Dimascio,  Diseases  of  the  Nervous  System,  27:  483-6,  July,  1966. 

49.  Ditman,  K.  S.  , Teitz,  W.  , Prince,  B.  S.  , Forgy,  E.  , and  Moss,  T. 
Harmful  Aspects  of  the  LSD  Experience. 

J.  Nerv.  Ment.  Dis.  (Baltimore),  145  (6):  464-474,  1968. 

One  hundred  and  sixteen  volunteer  subjects  were  taken  from  three  popul- 
ations: those  not  requiring  therapy  after  LSD  experience;  those  requiring 
outpatient  therapy  after  LSD  experience;  and  those  hospitalized  after  LSD 
experiences.  Biographical  and  clinical  data  was  gathered  and  the  DWM 
cardsort  to  describe  the  LSD  experience  was  given  to  each  subject.  It 
was  found  that  fear  of  death,  fear  of  sexuality,  and  fear  of  permanent 
insanity  discriminated  the  treatment  groups  from  the  non-treatment 
groups;  in  addition,  the  hospitalized  group  showed  more  depression  and 
paranoia  than  the  other  groups.  It  was  hypothesized  that  LSD  does  not 
cause  a psychotic  reaction  de  novo  but  rather  that  for  those  who  have  had 
a bad  LSD  experience,  there  may  have  been  pre-existing  pschiatric  mal- 
functioning. 


50.  Dolezal,  V.  , and  Hausner,  M. 

Personality  and  Psychodysleptic  Experience. 

Psychother.  Psychosom.  (Basel),  15  (1):  16,  1967. 

Fifty  neurotics  were  given  a dose  of  LSD  in  a clinical  setting.  Personality 
traits  and  drug  reactions  are  described.  Improved  patients  treated  the 
experiences  more  mystically  than  impaired  patients.  "Improvement  after 
one  single  LSD  session  was  shown  by  about  fifty  per  cent  of  hysteric,  anx- 
ious and  schizoid  patients,  by  about  thirty  per  cent  of  depressive  and  infan- 
tile patients  and  by  about  twenty-five  of  the  obse ss  ive  - compuls  ive  patients" 
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51.  Easton,  K, 

Clinical  Studies  on  the  Pathogenesis  and  Personality  Structure  of  Male 
Narcotic  Addicts. 

Hillside  Hospital  Journal  (New  York),  14  (1&2):  36-53,  1965. 

Twenty-one  male  patients  in  a narcotics  ward  were  clinically  examined.  It 
was  found  narcotic  addiction  occurred  in  seriously  disturbed  persons  with 
combinations  of  depressive  episodes,  boredom  and  feelings  of  emptiness, 
sociopathic  personality,  ego  defects  regressive  behaviour  and  deficient  im- 
pulse control.  There  was  an  absence  of  adequate  father  figures  and  path- 
ological mother-son  relationships  as  well  as  a criminal  identification  process. 
However,  it  was  noted  that  experimentation  with  drugs  was  initially  due  to 
social  pressure  and  that  the  specific  situations  differed  between  subjects. 

52.  Edelstein,  E.  L.  and  Noy,  P. 

Psychiatric  Drug  Treatment.  Personality  Factors  and  Dynamic  Aspects. 
Psychosomatics  (New  York),  8:  222-226,  1967. 

When  considering  drug  effects  one  must  take  into  account  the  doctor-patient 
relationship,  the  physiological  effect  of  the  drug  and  the  patient's  psychological 
make-up  (personality)  including  "the  various  forces  influencing  his  state  of 
equilibrium  and  integration,  and  finally  his  motivational  state". 


53.  Edwards,  A.  E.  , Bloom,  M.  H.,  and  Cohen,  S.  , 

The  Psychedelics:  Love  or  Hostility  Potion? 

Psychol.  Rep.  (Missoula),  24(4):  843-846,  1969. 

Thirty  heavy  psychedelic  users  were  compared  with  thirty  matched  controls 
using  the  Rosenzweig  and  Comrey  Tests.  The  drug-dependent  group  demon- 
strated aberrant  personality  traits  only  with  respect  to  increased  hostility. 

It  appears  that  this  personality  is  correlated  to  degree  of  drug  dependency 
and  may  reflect  a predisposing  state  . . . How  this  hostility  is  expressed  does 
appear  to  change  with  degree  of  dependence,  becoming  more  extrapunitive  and 
obstacle  dominant  as  drug  dependency  increased. 

54.  Edwards,  G. 

Per  sonality  and  Addiction. 

Howard  Journal  of  Penalogy  and  Crime  Prevention  (Washington),  12(2): 
136-139,  1967. 

"In  essence,  what  all  statistical  findings  and  dynamic  insights  today  point 
to  is  that  in  studying  addiction  we  should  not  make  our  focus  the  drug  but 
the  person's  setting  . . . Drugs  have  a lot  to  do  with  drug  addiction,  but  it 
is  a corrective  to  a too  exclusive  concern  with  chemistry  to  talk  to  the  nar- 
cotic addict  and  find  that  he  has  many  times  sweated  his  way  through  the  with- 
drawal symptomonly  to  go  back  again  on  to  the  drugs  for  some  motive  which 
he  senses  as  half  hidden  or  because,  as  he  tells  us,  he  lives  down  a particular 
street.  . " 
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55.  Ellinwood,  E.  H. 

Amphetamine  Psychosis:  I.  Description  of  Individuals  and  Process. 

J.  Nerv.  Ment.  Dis.  (Baltimore),  144(4):,  273-28  3,  1967. 

Twenty-five  chronic  amphetamine  abusers  (ten  men  and  fifteen  women) 
from  the  admission  wards  of  the  U.  S.  Public  Health  Service  Narcotics 
Hospital  were  examined  by  structured  interview  and  various  personality 
assessments  including  the  MMPI.  Amphetamine  psychosis  is  described 
in  detail.  Concerning  personality  factors:  "It  was  noted  that  amphetamine 
addicts  differ  from  their  fellow  addicts  on  several  variables:  1)  they  have 
a higher  incidence  of  antisocial,  schizoid  and  paranoid  personalities;  2) 
they  also  have  proportionately  more  schizophrenic  reactions;  and  3)  their 
MMPI  profiles  are  significantly  different.  Psychosis,  triggered  by  amph- 
etamine abuse  appeared  more  often  in  the  schizoid  group  than  in  the  anti- 
social group.  The  mean  amphetamine  dose  level  was  greater  in  the  group 
of  patients  who  developed  psychosis  than  the  group  which  did  not". 


56.  Ellinwood,  E.  H. 

Amphetamine  Psychosis:  A Multi  - D imens  ional  Process. 

Seminars  in  Psychiatry  (New  York),  1 (2):  208-226,  1969. 

This  is  a description  of  amphetamine  psychosis,  its  history,  the  person- 
ality changes  it  produces  and  precipitates,  drug  effect  and  behaviour  ante- 
cedents. There  is  a comparison  with  other  organic  psychosis  and  a broad 
review  of  the  literature  (fifty-eight  references).  The  section  on  predispos- 
ing personality  is  an  excellent  summary  of  the  major  work  done  in  this 
area.  The  paper  is  an  over-view  and  a source  for  references. 


5 7.  Ellinwood,  E.  H.  , Smith,  W.  G.  , and  Vaillant,  G.  E. 

Narcotic  Addiction  in  Males  and  Females:  A Comparison. 

International  Journal  of  the  Addictions,  (New  York),  1 (2):  33-45,  1966. 

Thirty  randomly  selected  female  narcotic  addicts  admissions  to  the  USPHS 
Narcotics  Hospital  at  Lexington  were  compared  to  a control  group  of  male 
addicts  through  interview  techniques.  A large  number  of  similarities  and 
differences  between  the  two  groups  are  discussed,  notably  the  preponderance 
of  males  (4:1)  and  the  family  relationships:  "mothers  were  often  described 
as  overprotective,  distant  and  authoritarian  by  women  and  indulgent  by  men, 
whereas  fathers  were  frequently  described  as  seductive  and  indulgent  by 
women  and  punitive  and  indifferent  by  men.  " Forty  per  cent  of  the  sample 
came  from  broken  homes  Women  were  described  as  neurotic  and  psychotic, 
men  as  sociopathic. 
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58.  Esecover,  H.  , Mai  it  z,  S.  , and  Wilkins,  B. 

Clinical  Profiles  of  Paid  Normal  Subjects  Volunteering  for  Hallucinogen  Drug 
Studie  s. 

Am.  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  117:  910-915,  1961. 

Forty-six  males  and  ten  females  volunteered  for  a hallucinogenic  drug 
study.  It  was  concluded  that  those  who  volunteered  had  a higher  incidence 
of  need  for  psychiatric  treatment  than  a random  sample  of  the  population,  thus 
studies  using  paid  volunteers  may  have  a built-in  bias.  Personality  patterns 
covered  a wide  range  with  obsessional  and  schizoid  types  predominating. 


59.  Eveson,  M. 

Research  with  Female  Drug  Addicts  at  the  Prison  for  Women. 

Canadian  Journal  of  Corrections,  (Ottawa),  6(1)-  21-27,  1964. 

Thirty  addicts  and  thirty  non-addicts  at  the  Prison  for  Women  at  Kingston 
were  randomly  selected  and  given  a battery  of  psychological  tests  including 
the  MMPI,  Rorschach,  Revised  Beta  Intelligence  Test , Maudsley  Personality 
Inventory,  and  the  Taylor  Manifest  Anxiety  Scale.  Age  and  intelligence  were 
controlled  and  it  was  found  that  the  female  addicts  were  more  aggressive  and 
poorly  adjusted  to  prison  life  but  more  co-operative  in  therapy  than  non-addicts. 
One  dose  of  LSD- 25  was  administered  to  the  addicts  and  a marked  improvement 
was  found  with  a minority  of  those  receiving  the  treatment. 


60.  Fink,  M.  , Simeon,  J.  , Haque,  W.  , and  Itil,  T. 

Prolonged  Adverse  Reactions  to  LSD  in  Psychotic  Subjects. 

Arch.  Gen.  Psychiatry,  (Chicago)  15(5);  450-454,  1966. 

Sixty-five  psychotic  patients  were  given  a total  of  158  administrations  of  LSD 
in  60  to  840  microgram  doses.  "Administration  of  LSD  in  long-term  psychotic 
patients  was  associated  with  a two  per  cent  incidence  of  prolonged  adverse 
reactions  which  caricatured  the  pre-drug  state  with  exaggeration  of  emotional 
and  affective  liability". 


61.  Fischmann,  V.  S. 

Stimulant  Users  in  the  California  Rehabilitation  Centre. 

International  Journal  of  the  Addictions,  (New  York),  3 (1):  113-130,  1968. 

Twenty-five  male  stimulant  users  were  examined  by  questionnaire  and  clinical 
interview  and  were  compared  to  narcotic  users  as  to  biographical  and  person- 
ality characteristics  by  centre  counsellors.  "The  hypothesis  suggested  is  that 
dependence  on  a particular  type  of  drug  is  motivated  by  specific  ego  needs 
which  are  consistent  with  the  specific  effects  of  the  drug.  Accordingly,  persons 
who  react  to  stress  passively  and  with  an  avoidance  pattern  would  tend  to  be- 
come dependent  on  opiates,  because  depressants  reinforce  withdrawal.  The 
opposite  would  be  true  of  stimulant  users". 
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62.  Freyhan,  F.  A. 

Craving  for  Benzedrine. 

Del.  Med.  J.  (Wilmington),  21:  151-156,  1949. 

An  example  of  Benzedrine  precipitating  a paranoid  episode  is  cited. 


63.  Frosch,  W.  A. 

Patterns  of  Response  to  Self- Administration  of  LSD 
In:  Drug  Abuse  Cole  J.  O.  , Wittenborn  J.  R.  (Eds.  ) 

Chas.  C.  Thomas,  Springield  , 111.  , pp.  27-38,  1966. 

A survey  of  one  hundred  and  two  randomly  selected  psychiatric  hospital 
admissions  and  forty-eight  randomly  selected  general  hospital  admissions 
were  compared  with  fifty-seven  psychiatric  admissions  after  LSD  ingestion. 
A number  of  drug-taking  and  demographic  comparisons  were  made  and  it 
was  concluded  that  LSD  "seems  to  have  played  at  least  a precipitating  role 
in  their  admission  to  hospital  and  the  drug  experience  appear  to  have  color- 
ed their  ongoing  psychiatric  difficulties". 


64.  Frosch,  W.  A.  , Robbins,  E.  S.  , and  Stern,  M. 

Untoward  Reaction  to  LSD  Resulting  in  Hospitalization. 

N.  Engl.  J.  Med.  (Boston),  273:  1235-1239,  1965. 

Four  case  studies  of  untoward  reactions  to  LSD  admitted  to  the  Bellevue 
Psychiatric  Hospital  and  data  on  eight  others  is  discussed.  All  had  some 
degree  of  personality  difficulty  before  taking  the  drug  and  five  were  def- 
initely psychotic  before  the  experience. 


65.  Frostad,  A.  , Forrest,  G.  , and  Bakker,  C.  B. 

Influence  of  Personality  Type  on  Drug  Response. 

Am.  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  122;  1153~1158,  1966. 

Sixty  Ss  were  selected  fron  225  male  college  volunteers  on  the  basis  of 
MMPI,  Sixteen  PF,  and  Taylor  Manifest  Anxiety  Tests,  were  divided  into 
action-oriented  and  non-action  orientated  groups,  were  given  diazepam  or 
a placebo  and  their  anxiety  was  measured  by  a number  of  tests  including 
GSR  response.  It  was  found  that  action  orientated  Ss  responded  less  to 
diazepam  than  non-action  orientated  in  terms  of  reduced  anxiety  but  res- 
ponded more  in  terms  of  lowered  intellectual  performance. 
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66.  Gendreau,  P.  , Gendreau,  L.  P. 

The  "Addiction- Prone " Personality:  A Study  of  Canadian  Heroin  Addicts. 
Canadian  Journal  of  Behavioural  Science,  (Toronto),  2(1);  18-25,  1970. 

Fifty-one  narcotic  addicts  and  eighty-two  non-addicts  controlled  on  a large 
number  of  factors  including  sex,  age,  conviction  record,  I.  Q.  and  general 
background  were  compared  using  the  MMPI  and  the  Beta  Intelligence  Test. 
It  was  found  there  were  no  significant  differences  between  the  two  groups. 


67.  Gerrard,  D.  L.,  and  Kornetsky,  C. 

Adolescent  Opiate  Addiction:  A Study  of  Control  and  Addict  Subjects. 
Psychiatr.  O.  (Utica),  29:  457-486,  1955. 

Thirty-two  volunteer  adolescent  opiate  addicts  at  the  Lexington  hospital 
and  twenty-three  non-addict  controls  were  compared  using  Rorschach,  I.  O.  , 
and  Human  Figure  Drawing  Tests.  None  of  the  addicts  were  diagnosed  as 
normal,  43.  5 per  cent  of  the  controls  were  diagnosed  normal.  The  addicts 
showed  disphoric  patterns  with  problems  of  sexual  identification  and  inability 
to  enter  into  meaningful  relationships.  No  significant  difference  was  found 
in  stability  of  the  homes  of  addicts  versus  non-addicts. 


68.  Glickman,  L. , and  Blumenf ield , M 

Psychological  Determinants  of  "LSD  Reactions". 

J.  Nerv.  Ment.  Dis.  (Baltimore),  145  (1):  79_83,  196  7. 

/ 

Twenty-five  LSD  users  seen  consecutively  in  a psychiatric  emergency  area 
of  King's  County  Hospital  were  clinically  interviewed.  It  was  found  that  LSD 
users  who  are  later  hospitalized  are  characterized  by  1)  pre-existing 
2)  a tendency  to  use  drugs  to  reduce  tension  3)  a current  life  crisis  and  4) 
a fantasy  that  LSD  will  help  them.  "It  is  our  belief  that  the  psychosis,  suicides 
and  homicides  which  have  been  reported  as  "LSD  reactions"  would  have  occur- 
red without  LSD  ingestion  and  in  fact  might  have  been  temporarily  controlled  by 
the  fantasy  of  "cure"  through  LSD". 


69.  Griffith,  J.  A. 

A Study  of  Illicit  Amphetamine  Drug  Traffic  in  Oklahoma  City. 

Am.  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  123(5)*  560-569,  1966. 

A field  study  involving  forty- six  amphetamine  users  in  Oklahoma  City.  Two 
schizophrenics  showed  "mild  accentuation  of  symptoms",  while  others  showed 
personality  changes  and  psychotic  behaviour  after  using  large  quantities  of 
amphetamines  and  barbiturates  for  more  than  forty-eight  hours. 
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70.  Grossman,  W. 

Adverse  Reactions  Associated  with.  Cannabis  Products  in  India. 

Ann.  Intern.  Med.  (Philadelphia),  70(3)*  529-533,  1969. 

"Six  patients  with  emotional  disorders  associated  with  the  use  of  ganja, 
bhang  and  hashish  products  prepared  from  Cannabis  sativa  yar,  indica 
by  Westerners  in  India  are  reported.  The  major  psychiatric  problems 
seen  included  anxiety  reactions  of  moderate  to  severe  intensity  and  psy- 
chotic reactions  of  schizophrenic  and  schizoaffective  types.  " The  study 
suggests  psychosis  may  be  precipitated  by  the  use  of  Indian  cannabis  as 
it  is  reputed  to  be  stronger  than  North  American  grown  cannabis. 

71.  Halpern,  F. 

Emotional  Reactions  and  General  Personality  Structure. 

In:  The  Marihuana  Problem  in  the  City  of  New  York.  Lancaster,  Penn: 
Jacques  Cattell  Press,  pp.  107-132,  1944. 

Forty-five  marihuana  using  prisoners  and  a like  number  of  non-using  con- 
trols were  given  the  Rorschach  Test,  Goodenough  Draw-a-Man  Test,  Level 
of  Aspiration  Test,  a Frustration  Test,  Binet  Lines  Test,  Wechsler  Voc- 
ational Interest  and  Free  Association  Test,  Loofborrow  Personal  Index 
Test,  Pressey  X-O  Test  and  the  Downey  Will  - Tempe  rament  Test  to  de- 
termine the  differences  between  drugged  and  undrugged  state  and  between 
users  and  non -users,  "Under  the  influence  of  marihuana  the  basic  per- 
sonality structure  of  the  individual  does  not  change  . . . Individuals  with 
a limited  capacity  for  affective  experience  and  who  have  difficulty  in  mak- 
ing social  contacts  are  more  likely  to  resort  to  marihuana  than  those  more 
capable  of  outgoing  experience". 


72.  Hampton,  W.  H. 

Observed  Psychiatric  Reactions  Following  the  Use  of  Amphetamine  and 
Amphetamine -like  Substances. 

Bull.  N.  Y.  Acad.  Med.  (New  York),  37(3)'  167-175,  1961. 

Thirty-one  patients  were  treated  at  the  New  York  Hospital,  Westchester 
Division  for  amphetamine  psychosis.  "All  of  the  thirty-one  patients  in 
this  study  presented  serious  personality  problems  and  twenty- seven  used 
other  drugs  in  addition  to  amphetamines.  . . paranoid  ideation  was  present 
in  a large  number  . . . Paranoid  symptoms  are  common  following  the  use 
of  amphetamines  and  occur  in  schizoids  with  paranoid  personalities  as  well 
as  in  manic-depressives  who  have  shown  basic  paranoid  tendencies.  The 
same  is  true  in  psychopathic  personalities  and  in  psychoneurotics". 
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73.  Hekimian,  L.  J.  , and  Gershon,  S. 

Characteristics  of  Drug  Abusers  Admitted  to  a Psychiatric  Hospital. 

J.  A.  M.  A.  (Chicago),  205(3):  125-130,  1966. 

"One  hundred  and  twelve  drug  abusers  admitted  to  Bellevue  Psychiatric 
Hospital  were  studied  from  a social,  motivational,  psychiatric  and  pharm- 
acological view.  Heroin  users  were  usually  sociopathic  . . . Emotionally 
disturbed  but  younger  groups  tend  to  use  marihuana,  amphetamines  and 
hallucinogens.  Fifty  per  cent  of  this  group  were  considered  to  be  schizo- 
phrenic before  taking  drugs  . . . Thus,  protracted  psychotic  states  thought 
due  to  drug  ingestion  may  be  due  to  pre-existing  mental  disturbances.  A 
desire  for  euphoria,  possibly  stemming  from  underlying  depre ss  ion  was 
most  frequently  the  reason  given  for  drug  abuse.  Influences  by  friends  or 
environment  was  the  most  frequent  reason.  Almost  all  patients  had  exp- 
erience with  drugs  other  than  tne  one  which  caused  admission  to  hospital". 


74.  Heninger,  G.  , Dimas cio,  A.  , and  Klerman,  G.  L. 

Personality  Factors  in  Variability  of  Response  to  Phenothiaz  ines. 

Am,  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H„  ),  121(11):  1091-1094,  1965. 

On  the  basis  of  MMPI  scores  eight  high-active  and  eight  low-active  Ss  were 
selected  from  120  male  college  volunteers.  It  was  found  that  after  200  mg.  of 
chloropromazine,  the  high-active  Ss  were  more  frightened,  apprehensive  and 
irritable  than  the  low-active  Ss  and  after  secobarbital  the  high-active  Ss  were 
more  sleepy  and  impaired  than  the  low-active  Ss. 


75.  Hensala,  J.  D.  , Epstein,  L.  J.  , and  Blacker,  K.  H. 

LSD  and  Psychiatric  Inpatients. 

Arch.  Gen.  Psychiatry  (Chicago),  16(5):  554-559,  1967. 

Twenty  inpatients  at  a psychiatric  hospital  whose  history  included  at  least 
one  LSD  inge  stion  we  re  clinically  examined.  It  was  found  seventy-five  per 
cent  of  these  were  hospitalized  because  of  disorders  in  which  LSD  ingestion 
could  not  be  directly  implicated  as  the  precipitating  factor  . . . "It  appears, 
therefore,  not  that  LSD  use  is  producing  a new  type  of  hospital  patient  but 
rather  that  a group  already  using  drugs  has  added  a new  agent  to  its  list. 
Twenty-five  per  cent  of  the  cases  were  admitted  to  be  an  acute  episode  which 
abated  rapidly". 
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76.  Herman,  M.  , and  Nagler,  S. 

Psychoses  due  to  Amphetamine. 

J.  Nerv.  Ment.  Dis.  (Baltimore),  120(30):  268-272,  1954. 

Eight  cases  of  Benzedrine  precipitating  a psychiatric  reaction  in  socially 
maladjusted  psychopaths  with  premorbid  backgrounds.  The  typical  reaction 
was  a paranoid  psychosis  with  recovery  in  one  to  thirty-two  days. 

77.  Hernandez,  R.  , and  Dalmau,  C. 

The  Psychodynamics  of  Schizophrenic  Reactions  in  Benzedrine  Poisoning. 
Bol.  Assoc.  Med.  P.  R.  (Santurce),  40(7):  163-168,  1948. 

"Three  cases  of  acute  Benzedrine  poisoning  have  been  presented.  Cases 
A and  B,  patients  with  schizoid  personalities  developed  schizophrenic  re- 
actions, while  case  C . . . showed  marked  increase  in  psychomotor  activity 
and  halluc  inations  ". 

78.  Hill,  H.  E.  , Haertzen,  A.  , and  Glaser,  R. 

Personality  Characteristics  of  Narcotic  Addicts  as  Indicated  by  the  MMPI. 

J.  Gen.  Psychol.  (Provincetown),  62:  127-139,  I960. 

Two  hundred  and  seventy  hospitalized  narcotic  addicts  were  examined  using 
the  MMPI.  All  groups  produced  abnormal  composite  profiles  especially 
high  on  the  Psychopathic  Scale.  It  was  also  found  that  the  profile  of  the 
adolescent  addicts  did  not  differ  significantly  from  those  of  the  adult  addicts. 
The  pro  files  of  adolescent  addicts  and  adolesceiit  delinquents  were  also  sim- 
ilar. 

79.  Hoch,  P.  H. 

Experimentally  Produced  Psychoses. 

Am.  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  107:  607-611,  1951. 

Mescaline  was  administered  to  an  unspecified  number  of  schizophrenics, 
patients  before  and  after  psychosurgery,  and  to  normal  controls.  It  was 
found  "mescaline  is  able  to  underscore  in  patients  suffering  from  schizo  - 
phrenia  their  schizophrenic  symptoms  or  able  to  precipitate  schizophrenic 
psychosis  in  persons  suffe r ing  from  latent  schizophrenia". 
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80.  Hoch,  P.  , Cattell,  J.  P.  , and  Pennes,  H.  H. 

Effects  of  Drugs. 

Am.  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  108:  585-589,  1952. 

Forty-nine  psychiatric  patients  were  given  sodium  amytal,  pervitin  and 
mescaline.  During  mescaline  intoxication  . . . "In  Schizophrenic  patients, 
especially  in  those  with  an  anxiety  structure,  mescaline  invariably  reinforces 
this  affect  to  some  degree  without  leading  later  on  to  outspoken  euphoria  or 
to  a state  of  well-being.  This  is  quite  a contrast  to  the  euphorizing  action 
of  oral  mescaline  reported  for  normal  individuals". 

81.  Hoch,  P.  H.  , Cattell,  J.  P.  , and  Pennes,  H. 

Effects  of  Mescaline  and  LSD-25. 

Am.  K.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  108:  579"  584,  1952. 

Fifty-nine  schizophrenic  patients  and  an  unspecified  number  of  normals 
were  given  mescaline  and  LSD  an  unspecified  number  of  times.  "It  was 
found  that  physiological  changes  were  produced  in  these  patients  and  that 
their  mental  symptomatology  was  markedly  aggravated  . . . Mescaline 
and  LSD  are  drugs  that  disorganize  the  psychic  integration  of  a person". 

82.  Idanpaan-Heikkila,  P.  , and  Schoolar,  J.  C. 

Heroin  Usage  Among  Young  Multiple  Drug  Users:  It's  Diagnostic  and 

Therapeutic  Significance. 

For  the  International  Conference  on  Drug  Abuse,  N.  Y.  C.  pp.  1-11,  1969. 

This  is  a follow-up  study  on  forty-one  hallucinogen  users  to  determine  who 
had  gone  on  to  narcotic  use  and  their  characteristics.  "A  hallucinogen  user 
will  be  more  inclined  to  turn  to  heroin  if  he  come  s from  an  unstable  upper- 
middel  class  or  lower-middle  class  home",  and  "the  pass  ive -dependent  drug 
user  . o . may  turn  to  heroin  to  deny  his  passivity  and  establish  a role  as 
a 'dangerous  criminal  '.  The  schizophrenic  drug  user  seems  more  likely 
to  find  . . . satisfaction  through  the  use  of  hallucinogens,  also  finding 
acceptance  through  membership  in  a group  of  other  hallucinogen  users". 

83.  James,  I.  P. 

Suicide  and  Mortality  Amongst  Heroin  Addicts  in  Britain. 

Br.  J.  Addict.  (London),  62:  391-398,  1967. 

The  mortality  rate  among  heroin  addicts  was  twenty-two  per  one  thousand. 
Suicidal  impulses  often  occur  during  periods  of  withdrawal. 
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84.  Jones,  F.  , and  Laskowitz,  D. 

Rorschach  Study  of  Adolescent  Addicts  Who  Die  of  an  Overdose;  A Sign 
Approach. 

Psychiatry  Digest,  (Northfield),  25(5);  21-30,  1964. 

Twenty-five  patients  who  died  of  an  overdose  of  heroin  were  compared 
with  a control  group.  There  were  no  significant  differences  on  the  basis 
of  Rorchach  Tests  other  than  the  overdose  group  has  a greater  capacity 
to  participate  emotionally  with  persons  around  them. 


85.  Kalant,  O.  J. 

The  Amphetamines:  Toxicity  and  Addiction 

U.  of  Toronto  Press,  151  pp.  , 1966. 

A broad  discussion  of  amphetamines,  their  action  and  a review  of  the 
literature.  Concerning  personality  and  drug  usage,  the  author  summarized 
the  literature:  "in  a small  but  appreciable  number  of  cases  . . . amphet- 
amine may  act  as  a precipitating  factor  in  the  onset  of  true  schizophrenia" 
and  "there  is,  therefore,  no  characteristic  mental  or  emotional  picture  by 
which  a 'high  risk'  patient  can  be  identified  in  advance". 


86.  Kaplan,  H.  B.  and  Meyerowitz,  J.  H. 

Psychosocial  Predictors  of  Postinstitutional  Adjustment  Among  Male  Drug 
Addicts. 

Arch.  Gen.  Psychiatry  (Chicago),  20:  278-284,  1969. 

Seventy-one  institutionalized  narcotic  addicts  were  interviewed  in  the  hosp- 
ital and  between  nine  and  twenty-two  months  after  release-  1)  Postinsti- 
tutional return  to  hospital  or  prison  due  to  readdiction  is  the  consequence 
of  pre-release  attitudes  of  distress  associated  with  low  frustration  tolerance 
and  a primary  dependence  on  the  psychopharmacological  effects  of  the  drug. 


87.  Keeler,  M.  H. 

Motivation  for  Marihuana  Use;  A correlate  of  Adverse  Reaction. 

Am.  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  125(3);  142-146,  1968. 

Curiosity  and  conformity  were  cited  as  the  principal  reasons  for  initial 
marihuana  use  by  fifty-four  users  interviewed.  Twenty-six  of  the  forty 
who  became  regular  users  sought  an  experience  combining  tension  relief 
w th  mild  stimulation  of  thought.  Fourteen  of  the  forty  continuing  users 
desired  some  type  of  psychotomimetic  experience.  Desire  for  psycho- 
tomimetic experience  was  correlated  with  higher  dosage  and  higher  in- 
cidence of  psychopathology. 
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88.  Kenniston,  K. 

Heads  and  Seekers:  Drugs  on  Campus,  Counter  Cultures  and  American 
Soc  iety. 

The  American  Scholar,  (Washington),  38(1)*  97  112,  1968-9. 

This  is  an  article  on  the  whys  and  wherefores  of  student  drug  taking. 

"Tasters"  (those  who  only  try  a drug  a few  times  just  for  the  experience) 
"seekers"  (those  who  take  drugs  occasionally  to  help  gain  insight  into  them- 
selves and  the  world)  and  "heads "(regular  users)  are  differentiated  and  dis- 
cussed as  to  personal  and  social  characteristics.  The  appeal  of  the  "intellec- 
tual" colleges  to  the  drug  takers  is  elucidated,  motives  for  drug  taking  such 
as  academic  pressures,  search  for  relevance  , introspection  and  as  the  log- 
ical outcome  of  a searching  and  experimental  academic  ethos  are  discussed, 
and  an  overview  of  contemorary  American  society  in  relation  to  drug  use  is 
pre  sented. 


89.  Kleber,  H.  D. 

Student  Use  of  Hallucinogens. 

J.  Am.  Coll.  Health  Assoc.  (Ithaca),  14(2):  109-117,  1965. 

Twenty-one  subjects  at  a large  university  were  used  in  a study  of  unsuper- 
vised hallucinogenic  drug  use  (mostly  peyote).  One  third  were  judged  un- 
stable, one  third  functionally  impaired,  and  one  third -normal. 


90.  Kleckner,  J.  H. 

Personality  Differences  Between  Psychedelic  Drug  Users  and  Non  Users. 
Psychology,  (Savannah),  5(2):  66-71,  1968. 

The  Cattell  Sixteen  P.  F.  Test  was  administered  to  forty  college  student 
users  of  psychedelic  drugs  and  forty  controls.  It  was  found  that  users 
tend  to  be  brighter  more  aloof,  displaying  more  emotional  and  somatic 
manifestations  of  anxiety,  more  paranoia,  having  less  ego  and  superego 
strength  and  more  dominant  than  non-users.  Users  also  pay  less  attention 
to  more  creative,  have  less  leadership  potential  and  have  a greater  need 
for  interpersonal  isolation  at  work  than  non-users. 


91  Klee,  G.  D. 

Marihuana  Psychosis. 

Psychiatr.  Q.  (Utica),  43  (4):  719-733,  1969. 

This  is  a case  history  of  marihuana  precipitating  a psychotic  reaction  in 
a twenty-six  year  old  psychopath.  The  dangers  of  marihuana  are  discussed. 
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92.  Knapp,  P.  H. 

Amphetamine  and  Addiction. 

J.  Nerv.  Ment.  Dis.  (Baltimore),  115:  407,  1952. 

Seven  cases  of  amphetamine  addiction,  one  with  a psychotic  reaction,  are 
pre  sented. 

93.  Kohn,  P.  M.  , and  Mercer,  G.  W. 

Drug  Use,  Drug  Use  Attitudes  and  the  Authoritarianism- Rebellion  Dimension. 

Journal  of  Health  and  Social  Behaviour  (Washington),  12(2):  125-131,  1971. 

One  hundred  and  ninety-seven  university  undergraduates  were  administered 
an  anonymous  questionnaire.  Of  these,  half  proved  to  be  drug  users  . The 
relationships  between  drug  use  and  drug-use  attitudes  on  the  one  hand,  and 
sociopolitical  ideology  on  the  other  were  examined.  The  latter  was  asses- 
sed by  the  recently  developed  Authoritarianism-Rebellion  Scale  (ARS). 

More  rebellious  respondents  were  generally  more  permissive  about  drugs 
and  likelier  to  use  drugs,  notably  marihuana,  than  their  more  authoritarian 
peers.  Some  theoretical,  psychometric,  and  social  policy  implications  of 
these  findings  were  discussed. 

94.  Kolb,  L. 

Types  and  Characteristics  of  Drug  Addicts. 

Ment.  Hyg.  (Albany),  9:  300-313,  1925. 

An  analogy  is  drawn  between  drinking  and  opiate  use  with  the  additional 
reminder  that  opiates  are  physically  addicting.  It  is  also  stated  that  "drug 
addicts  . . . are  recruited  almost  exclusively  from  among  persons  who 
are  neurotic  or  who  have  some  form  of  twisted  personality". 

95.  Kornetsky,  C.  , and  Humphries,  O. 

Relationship  Between  Effects  of  a Number  of  Centrally  Acting  Drugs  and 
Personality. 

A.  M.  A.  Archives  of  Neurology  and  Psychiatry,  (Chicago),  71:  325-327,  1957. 

Ten  normal  young  adults  were  given  various  doses  of  chloropromaz ine, 
meperedine,  secobarbital  and  LSD.  Using  the  MMPI,  it  was  found  "the 
Depression  and  Psychoasthenia  Scales  correlated  significantly  . . . with 
the  subject  effects  and,  to  a lesser  extent  with  the  objective  effects  of 
those  drugs  and  dosages  that  produced  significant  effects.  These  results 
support  a hypothesis  that  personality  plays  a role  in  determining  the  ex- 
tent of  the  drug  effect".  It  was  also  found  that  fifty  micrograms  of  LSD 
produced  an  effect  related  to  MMPI  scores  while  one  hundred  micrograms 
did  not,  "In  other  words,  if  a large  enough  dose  of  any  drug  were  given  all 
Ss  would  respond  in  the  same  manner. 
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96.  Kramer,  J.  C.  , Fischmann,  V.  S.  , and  Littlefield,  D.  C. 

Amphetamine  Abuse.  Pattern  and  Effects  of  High  Doses  Taken  Intravenously. 

J.  A.  M.  A.  (Chicago),  201(5):  305-309,  1967. 

This  paper  describes  the  effects  of  chronic  amphetamine  abuse,  dealing  with 
the  personality  changes  undergone  during  the  amphetamine  psychosis  such  as 
disorganization,  compulsive  actions  and  paranoia  as  well  as  describing  use 
patterns  , use  of  other  drugs,  and  some  further  side  effects.  An  unspecified 
number  of  subjects  were  used  to  obtain  the  information  and  of  those,  there  were 
no  psychotic  reactions.  "Only  one  of  our  subjects  could  be  considered  schizo- 
phrenic". 


97.  Kuramochi,  H.  , and  Takahashi,  R. 

Psychopathology  of  LSD  Intoxication. 

Arch.  Gen.  Psychiatry  (Chicago),  II:  151-161,  1964. 

Of  eighteen  cases  of  LSD  administration,  three  reaction  types  were  deliniated: 
(1)  ego  construction  (2)  ego  expansion,  and  (3)  no  ego  change.  "Subjects  of 
reaction  type  (1)  for  the  most  part,  were  classified  as  of  cyclothymic  type. 
Those  of  type  (2)  were  of  schizothymic  type  and  those  of  type  (3)  of  mixed  or 
so-called  epileptoid  temperament". 


98.  Kurtzberg,  R.  L.  , Cavior,  N.  , and  Lipton,  D.  S. 

Sex  Drawn  First  and  Sex  Drawn  Larger  by  Opiate  Addict  and  Non- Addict 
Inmates  on  the  Draw-a-person  Test. 

J.  Proj.  Tech.  Pers.  Assess.  (Glendale),  30(1):  55-58,  1966. 

Fifty-nine  incarcerated  opiate  addicts  and  sixty-six  incarcerated  non-addicts 
were  given  the  D.  A.  P.  A significant  number  of  addicts  drew  the  female  figure 
and  larger  than  the  non-addicts,  supporting  the  hypothesis  that  there  is  maternal 
identification  and  sexual  confusion  in  the  male  addict. 


99.  Lasagna,  L.  , Von  Felsinger,  J.  M.  , and  Beecher,  H.  K. 

Drug- induced  Mood  Changes  in  Man;  I.  Observations  on  Healthy  Subjects, 
Chronically  111  Patients  and  'Post-addicts'. 

J.  A.  M.  A.  (Chicago),  157:  1106-1120,  1955. 

Twenty  normal  subjects,  twenty  chronically  ill  hospitalized  Ss  and  thirty 
"post  addicts"  were  studied  to  determine  their  subjective  responses  to  amphe- 
tamine, morphine,  heroin,  pentobarbital  and  placebo.  In  the  normal  Ss, 
amphetamine  produced  the  most  pleasurable  state  and  morphine  the  most  dis- 
euphoric  state  while  the  post-addicts  considered  morphine  the  most  euphoria- 
producing  drug  and  amphetamine,  because  of  its  prolonged  and  unpleasant  side 
effects,  the  most  unpleasant.  It  is  noted  that  the  nature  of  the  Ss  and  the  sit- 
uation in  which  the  drug  is  administered  are  important  determinants  of  drug 
effe  ct. 
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100  . Lasher,  L.  P. 

LSD  - The  False  Illusion. 

FDA  Papers,  (Washington),  1(6)-  4-10,  1967. 

The  "horrors"  of  LSD.  Also  a chart  of  characteristics  of  117  LSD  users, 
unspecified  as  to  how  they  came  under  study.  "Underlying  overt  mental 
disease  - 34.  2 per  cent". 


101.  Laskowitz,  D. 

The  Adolescent  Drug  Addict:  An  Adlerian  View. 

J.  Individ.  Psychol  (Chicago),  17;  68-79,  1961. 

This  is  a study  using  Laskowitz's  experience  in  the  area  plus  data  from 
other  studies  concluding:  "The  adolescent  drug  addict  is  socially  distant, 
suffers  from  heightened  feeling  of  inadequacy,  lacks  courage,  desires  to 
be  shielded  and  pampered.  The  employment  of  a 'private  logic'  is  seen 
in  his  argot  and  his  belief  that  many  laws  do  not  apply  to  him.  His  responses 
to  the  three  major  life  problems,  as  these  are  defined  by  Adler,  show:  a) 
social  relationships  are  limited  to  a kind  of  parallel  reacting  with  fellow 
addicts;  b)  sexual  relationships  are  characterized  by  the  masculine  protest; 
c)  occupational  efforts  are  apathetic,  marked  by  fear  of  failure  and  in- 
ability to  postpone  immediate  gratification.  The  description  of  some  of 
these  characteristics  is  supported  by  early  recollections". 


102.  Laskowitz,  D. 

A Comparison  of  the  Intellectual  Performance  of  the  Juvenile  Addict  with 
Standardization  Norms. 

Journal  of  Correctional  Education,  (Menard)  14:  31-32,  1962. 


Four  hundred  and  ninety- seven  randomly  selected  narcotic  addicts: 

Wechsler  L Q.  scores  from  the  Riverside  Hospital  were  compared  with 
standardization  norms.  It  was  found  that  male  and  female  Negroes  and 
Puerto  Ricans  scored  significantly  lower  than  male  and  female  Whites  on 
the  Verbal  and  Full-scale  measures  but  scored  similarly  to  the  Performance 
Scale.  The  White  addicts  yielded  scores  similar  to  Wechsler's  norms  on 
the  three  scales.  (Wechsler's  norms  were  constructed  using  Whites  only). 


103.  Laskowitz,  D.  and  Einstein,  S. 

Personality  Characteristics  of  Adolescent  Addicts,  Manifest  Rigidity. 
Corrective  Psychiatry  and  Journal  of  Social  Therapy  (New  York),  9(4): 
215-218,  1963. 

One  hundred  and  five  adolescent  Riverside  Hospital  inmates  and  forty-five 
non-using  prison  inmates  were  compared  using  the  Metcalf  Manifest  Rig- 
ity  Scale.  "Addict  sub-groups  were  not  significantly  different  with  regard 
to  sex,  there  were  significant  differences  with  ethnicity  and  length  of  drug 
use  as  variables. 
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The  Puerto  Rican  addicts  were  most  manifestly  rigid  and  the  Whites  were 
least.  It  was  also  found  that  those  who  used  drugs  longer  were  less  rigid 
than  relatively  early  users.  There  were  no  significant  differences  between 
male  addict  and  male  non-addict  delinquents". 


104.  Laskowitz,  D.  , and  Einstein,  S. 

Goal  Behaviour  of  Adolescent  Addicts  and  Delinquent  Non-Addicted  Peers. 
Psychol.  Rep.  (Missoula),  17:  102,  1965. 

The  Cassell  Groups  Level  of  Aspiration  Test  was  given  to  seventy-eight 
adolescent  narcotic  addicts  at  the  Riverside  Hospital  and  a control  of  fifty 
penitentiary  inmates.  No  significant  differences  were  found  using  sex  or 
ethnicity  within  or  between  the  groups. 

105.  Levy,  N.  J. 

The  Use  of  Drugs  by  Teenagers  for  Sanctuary  and  Illusion. 

Am.  J.  Psychoanal.  (New  York),  28(1):  48-58,  1968. 

The  paper  discusses  teenagers  who  take  drugs,  cites  some  examples  en- 
countered in  analysis  and  presents  the  stereotyped  picture  of  the  addict  with 
an  inadequate  personality  trying  to  escape  from  reality. 

106.  Liddell,  D.  W.  , and  We  il -Malherbe,  H. 

The  Effects  of  Methedrine  and  of  LSD  on  Mental  Processes  and  on  the  Blood 
Adrenaline  Level. 

J.  Neurol.  Neurosurg.  Psychiatry  (London),  16:  7-13,  1953. 

Ten  psychiatric  patients  were  injected  with  LSD,  eleven  with  methedrine. 
"Both  drugs  produced  an  aggravation  of  the  clinical  picture:  depressive 
patients  became  more  retarded  and  depressed,  or  more  agitated,  schizo- 
phrenic patients  showed  signs  of  increased  withdrawal  and  tension  and  an 
accentuation  of  catatonic  and  cataleptic  features.  Rapid  mood  swings  were 
sometimes  observed  after  the  injection  of  LSD.  Methedrine  did  not  produce 
this  effect,  but  it  more  readily  provoked  hallucinations  in  schizophrenic 
patients". 

107.  Liebert,  R.  S.  , Werner,  H.  , and  Wapner,  S. 

Studies  in  the  Effect  of  LSD. 

Arch.  Neurol.  Psychiat.  , (Chicago),  79:  580-584,  1958. 

Eighteen  normals  and  eighteen  schizophrenics  were  given  three  tests  to  de- 
termine the  effect  LSD  has  on  perceived  body  size.  "Under  the  influence  of 
LSD-25,  for  both  normals  and  schizophrenics,  there  is  a significant  increase 
in  the  perceived  size  of  one's  own  body  and  its  parts  and  no  significant  change 
in  the  perceived  size  of  external  objects  . . . assumption  that  LSD  operates 
as  a primitivizing  agent"-  psychoanalytically  oriented  article. 


30 


108.  Linde  smith,  A.  R. 

Sociology  of  Addiction. 

111.  Med.  J.  (Chicago),  130  (4):  447-450,  1966. 

Addiction  is  discussed  in  its  social  context.  The  illegality  and  social 
stigma  attached  to  drug  use  is  partially  responsible  for  a person's  con- 
tinuing addiction  and  it  is  recommended  that  the  problem  be  taken  from 
a legal  to  medical  context. 


109.  McAree,  C.  P.  , Steffenhagen,  R.  A.  , and  Zheutlin,  L.  S. 

Personality  Factors  in  College  Drug  Users. 

Int.  J.  Soc.  Psychiatry,  (London),  15(2):  102-106,  1969. 

The  M.  M.  P.  I.  was  administered  to  forty-eight  male  volunteer  drug  users 
enrolled  at  the  University  of  Vermont.  These  subjects  were  broken  into 
(.hre<-  groups;  nineteen  who  had  used  marihuana  only;  eight  who  had  used 
1 1 i ipi  letam  ine  s and  marihuana;  thirty  who  had  used  all  types  of  drugs  in- 
cluding psychedelic  s ui -stance s ("gross  multiple"  drug  use  group);  and  one 
uncla s s if iable.  A control  of  eighteen  students  provided  the  M.  M.  P.  I.  pro- 
files for  non-users.  The  marihuana  only  and  control  group  differed  only 
on  the  Mf  Scale  which  "may  represent  increased  sensitivity  and  aesthetic 
appreciation"  while  the  gross  multiple  drug  use  group  differed  on  the  Pd, 
Hy,  Ma,  Si,  F and  especially  Mf  and  Sc  Scales,  showing  schizoid  person- 
ality characteristics  and  potentially  more  emotional  disturbances  than  the 
non  or  marihuana  use  groups. 


110.  McCormick,  T.  C. 

Toxic  Reactions  to  the  Amphetamines. 

Dis.  Nerv.  Syst.  (Galveston),  23:  219-224,  1962. 

Five  case  histories  and  forty-one  references.  "Generally  speaking,  the 
emotionally  immature  sociopathic  or  psychopathic  personality  will  abuse 
the  drug  while  the  cyclothymic  individual  who  would  ordinarily  tend  toward 
an  affective  disorder  may  present  the  symptomatology  of  the  schizophrenic 
while  taking  amphetamines.  The  reaction  appears  to  be  based  on  person- 
ality traits  and  organic  predisposition  rather  than  upon  any  pharmacological 
action  of  the  drugs". 

111.  McDonald,  R.  L. 

Influence  of  Personality  Type  on  Drug  Response:  A Critical  Reply. 

J.  Psychol.  (Provincetown),  65:  123-129,  1967. 

A methodological  criticism  of  A.  Frostad  G.  Forrest  and  C.  B.  Bakker's 
"Influence  of  Personality  Type  on  Drug  Response"  published  in  the  Am.  J. 
Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  122:  1153-1158,  1966. 
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112.  McDonald,  R.  L. 

The  Effects  of  Personality  Type  on  Drug  Response. 

Arch.  Gen.  Psychiatry  (Chicago),  17(6):  680-686,  1967. 

Eighty-four  female  college  students  divided  into  placebo,  five  mg.  diazepam 
and  ten  mg.  diazepam  group  were  given  an  extensive  battery  of  psychological 
tests  including  the  sixteen  P.  F.  , Taylor  Manifest  Anxiety  Scale,  MMPI,  MAACL, 
EFT,  DS  and  PAL.  The  action  oriented,  subjects  became  more  hostile  after 
diazepam  (Valium)  administration.  Analysis  of  the  data  showed  significantly 
higher  pre-drug  levels  of  anxiety  and  depression,  and  increased  anger  and 
anxiety  post-drug  for  these  subjects  for  the  high-hostility  group. 

113.  McGlothlin,  W.  H.  , Cohen,  S.  , and  McGlothlin,  M.  S. 

Long  Lasting  Effects  of  LSD  on  Normals. 

Arch.  Gen.  Psychiatry  (Chicago),  17(5):  521-532,  1967. 

The  subjects  were  seventy-two  male  graduate  students  volunteering  for  a paid 
experiment  without  prior  knowledge  of  its  nature.  Twenty-two  tests  were  ad- 
ministered in  the  pre-and  post-drug  condition  to  determine  the  long  lasting 
effects  of  LSD  on  personality,  attitudes  and  values.  The  number  of  statist- 
ically significant  differences  between  control  and  experimental  groups  may 
have  arisen  by  chance,  however,  the  findings  relating  personality  variables 
to  attitude  toward  and  response  to  taking  LSD  were  more  definite:  persons 
who  placed  strong  emphasis  on  control  generally  had  no  taste  for  the  exper- 
ience and  tended  to  respond  minimally  if  exposed,  while  those  who  responded 
intensely  tended  to  prefer  a more  unstructured,  spontaneous,  inward -turning 
(though  not  socially  introverted)  life. 

114.  McGlothlin,  W.  II.  , and  Cohen,  S. 

The  Use  of  Hallucinogenic  Drugs  Among  College  Students. 

Am.  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  122(5):  572-574,  1965. 

One  hundred  and  twenty- one  college  students  asked  to  take  part  in  a psycho- 
logical experiment  were  interviewed,  given  the  M.  M.  P.  I.  and  Asa's  Test  of 
Hypnotic  Susceptibility.  Four  of  these  subjects  had  previously  taken  an  hal- 
lucinogen (peyote).  The  subjects  were  divided  into  those  with  positive,  neg- 
ative and  neutral  attitudes  towards  taking  LSD.  Those  desirous  of  the  exper- 
ience showed  a high  susceptibility  to  hypnosis,  higher  preferences  for  intui- 
tional and  perceptual  thinking  and  were  reluctant  to  make  a firm  judgement 
or  conclusion,  tending  to  remain  open-minded  toward  the  possiblility  of  addi- 
tional evidence  than  the  negative  or  neutral  groups. 
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115.  Marcovitz,  E.  , and  Myers,  H. 

The  Marihuana  Addict  in  the  Army. 

War  Medicine,  (Paris),  6:  383-391,  1944. 

Thirty-five  marihuana  "addicts"  (thirty-four  Negroes,  one  White)  referred 
to  the  neuropsychiatric  service  in  the  U.  S.  Army  due  to  discipline  problems 
were  clinically  interviewed.  "As  a group  their  backgrounds  were  heavily 
loaded  with  adverse  familial,  social  and  economic  factors.  Their  histories 
were  characterized  by  delinquent  criminal  behaviour.  The  personality 
picture  which  addicts  show  is  a typical  pattern  of  response  to  repeated  sit- 
uations of  frustration  and  deprivation.  This  consists  on  the  one  hand  of 
immediate  and  constant  gratification  of  the  need  for  sensual  pleasure  . . . 
as  well  as  the  need  to  overcome  their  unbearable  anxiety.  The  addictive 
smoking  of  marihuana  serves  simultaneously  as  a satisfaction  of  all  these 
drives". 


116.  Meyer  son,  A. 

Drug  Addiction:  A Review. 

J.  Sch.  Health  (Columbus),  34:  77-87,  1963. 

The  paper  recommends  preventative  education  to  stop  addiction  as  well 
as  treating  the  addict  as  a sick  person  not  as  a law  breaker.  "A  youngster 
with  the  goal  and  given  the  chance  of  becoming  a useful  member  of  society 
will  seldom  become  an  addict". 


117.  Middlefell,  R. 

The  Effects  of  LSD  on  Body  Sway  Suggestibility  in  a Group  of  Hospital 
Patients. 

Br.  J.  Psychiatry  (London),  113:  277-280,  1967. 

Eleven  neurotic,  fifteen  depressed  and  ten  schizophrenic  patients  were 
administered  seventy-five  micrograms  of  LSD  and  tested  for  body  sway 
suggestibility.  Depressives  had  low  scores  on  body  sway  suggestibility, 
neurotics  higher  scores  and  schizophrenics  highest. 


118.  Monroe,  J.  J.  , and  Austin,  A.  W. 

Identification  Processes  in  Hospitalized  Narcotic  Drug  Addicts. 

J.  Abnorm.  Soc.  Psychol.  , (Washington),  63(1):  215-218,  1961. 

One  hundred  hospitalized  male  addicts  were  given  a three  hundred  and 
fifty  item  inventory  to  determine  if  there  was  any  discrepancy  between 
their  own  self-images  and  their  stereotypes  of  an  addict. 
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It  was  found:  "high  identifiers  relapse  into  drug  use  more  readily  than  low 
identifiers;  high  identifiers  are  more  psychopathic,  more  socially  mala- 
dapted,  have  been  using  drugs  longer,  and  are  judged  poorer  candidates  for 
psychotherapy  than  low  identifiers;  and  high  identifiers  have  a stereotype  of 
addicts  that  agree  less  with  that  of  the  hospital  staff  than  low  identifiers". 


119.  Monroe,  R.  R.  and  Hyman,  J.  D. 

Oral  Use  of  Stimulants  Obtained  From  Inhalers. 

J.  A.  M.  A.  (Chicago),  135(14):  909-915,  1947. 

Inmates  of  a military  prison  who  used  Benzedrine  from  inhalers  are  studied. 
"Psychotic  manifestations  may  develop  in  those  with  large  doses,  especially 
in  persons  with  paranoid  trends.  A study  of  the  personality  of  fifteen  inmates 
using  amphetamine  showed  that  all  possessed  personality  defects". 


1Z0.  Muhlenkamp,  A.  F. 

Personality  Characteristics  of  Drug  Addicts. 

Perspect.  Psychiatr.  Care  (Hillsdale,  N.  J.  ),  6(5):  213-219  1968. 


This  is  a discussion  of  four  theories  of  addiction  (Wikler,  Gerard,  Ausubel 
and  Kilk). 


121.  Mukhergee,  B.  N.  , and  Scherer,  S.  E. 

A Multivariate  Study  of  Self-Ideal  Congruence  Among  Drug  Users  and  Non- 
Users  When  Social  Desirability  Factor  is  Controlled. 

Personality  (New  Zeland),  (Palmerston  North)  , 3-  333-354,  1971. 

Thirty-six  male  and  thirty-six  female  Caucasian  middle-class  college  under- 
graduates were  given  the  Marlowe  - Crowne  SD  Scale  , the  Edwards  SD  Scale, 
Mukhergee's  Self-Insight  Test  (SIT)  and  a drug  data  sheet.  According  to  re- 
sponses they  were  divided  into  non-drug  users,  (n=37)  moderate  users,  (n=23) 
and  heavy  users,  (n=12).  The  non  and  heavy  drug  use  groups  showed  no  sig- 
nificant differences  in  the  overall  index  of  S.  I.  T.  Both  moderate  and  heavy 
users  showed  more  concern  for  flexibility  than  non-users.  Moderate  hal- 
lucinogenic and  cannabis  users,  it  is  suggested,  have  a high  degree  of  self- 
acceptance. 


122.  Norman,  J.  , and  Shea,  J.  T. 

Acute  Hallucinations  as  a Complication  of  Addiction  to  Amphetamine  Sulphate. 
N.  Engl.  J.  Med.  (Boston),  233(9)-  270-271,  1945. 

This  is  a case  of  acute  amphetamine  psychosis  in  a forty-nine  year  old  bus- 
iness man  with  a drinking  problem.  He  had  been  taking  amphetamines  in 
increasing  doses  for  four  years,  causing  a paranoid  reaction  lasting  four 
weeks. 
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123.  Norton,  W.  A0 

The  Marihuana  Habit:  Some  Observations  of  a Small  Group  of  Users. 

Can.  Psychiatr.  Assoc.  J.  (Ottawa),  13(2):  163-173,  1968. 

A brief  review  of  the  literature  and  summmary  of  the  effects  of  marihuana 
on  users  (nine  males,  and  four  females)  is  undertaken  through  the  use  of 
interviews,  Raven  intelligence  test,  Maudsley  personality  inventory  and 
study  of  values  test.  It  was  found  the  users  were  of  higher  than  average 
intelligence,  lower  than  average  neuroticism  and  higher  than  average 
extroversion  and  had  values  ranging  in  preference  from  aesthetic  (highest) 
through  theoretical,  political,  economic,  religious  to  social  (lowest).  It 
is  hypothesized  that  gratification  may  come  more  from  belonging  to  the 
smoking  group  than  from  actually  taking  marihuana. 


124.  O'Flanagan,  P.  M.  , and  Taylor,  R.  B. 

A Case  of  recurrent  Psychosis  Associated  with  Amphetamine  Addiction. 
Journal  of  Mental  Science  (London),  96:  1033-1036,  1950. 

This  is  a case  study:  latent  psychosis  precipitated  by  amphetamine  use 
in  a thirty-eight  year  old  Ph.  D. 

125.  Pauk,  Z.  D.  , and  Shagass,  C. 

Some  Test  Findings  Associated  with  Susceptibility  to  Psychosis  Induced 
by  LSD. 

Compr.  Psychiatry  (New  York),  2:  188-195,  196i. 

Fourteen  psychiatric  patients  were  given  at  least  three  injections  of  LSD 
up  to  nine  micrograms  per  kg.  of  body  weight.  Reactions  were  evaluated 
using  the  Bender -Gestalt  Test,  Figure  Drawing,  amobarbiturate  sleep 
threshold,  autokensis,  and  Jarvik  questionnaire.  Only  seven  of  the  four- 
teen subjects  developed  a psychotic  reaction.  "However,  no  known 
characteristic  such  as  diagnosis,  age,  sex,  or  education  was  related  to 
development  of  a psychotic  reaction". 


126.  Pond,  D.  A. 

Psychological  Effects  in  Depressive  Patients  of  the  Marihuana  Homologue 
Synhexyl. 

J.  Neurol.  Neurosurg.  Psychiatry  (London),  11-12:  271-279,  1949. 

Nine  cases  of  treatment  of  psychiatric  patients  with  synhexyl  are  reviewed. 
"The  relationship  between  the  clinical  picture  and  previous  personality 

here  is  closest  . . . The  most  labile  and  immature  personalities  showed 
the  most  marked  affective  changes  . . . remote  from  their  normal  pre- 
morbid  affective  state.  On  the  other  hand,  cases  whose  patterns  of 
personality  breakdown  were  more  fixed  showed  a picture  like  their  usual, 
differing  only  in  being  more  exaggerated". 
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127.  Preble,  E. 

Social  and  Cultural  Factors  Related  to  Narcotic  Use  Among  Puerto  Ricans 
in  New  York  City. 

The  International  Journal  of  the  Addictions,  (New  York),  1 (1)*  30-41,  1966. 

The  study  discusses  the  role  changes  and  poverty  undergone  by  Puerto  Rican 
immigrants  in  N.  Y.  C.  "When  you  use  drugs  you  substitute  one  big  problem 
- which  you  can  concentrate  on  - for  a whole  lot  of  different  little  problems". 
(18  ref.  ) 

128.  Rado,  S. 

Narcotic  Bondage,  A General  Theory  of  the  Dependence  on  Narcotic  Drugs. 
Am.  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  114:  165-170,  1957-1958. 

The  pathology  of  addiction  is  discussed:  the  addict  has  a problem  so  he  takes 
drugs  to  relieve  the  problem,  however,  the  drug  effect  is  so  persuasive  that 
he  regresses  to  an  immediate  reward  level  of  functioning,  not  being  able  to 
postpone  pleasure. 

129.  Rathod,  N.  H. 

Early  Experiences  in  the  Life  of  a Narcotic  User. 

In:  Tongue,  A.  , et  al,  (Eds).  , Papers  presented  to  the  International 
Institute  on  the  Prevention  and  Treatment  of  Drug  Dependence.  (Lausaunne) 
pp.  277-280,  1970. 

/ 

Thirty  narcotic  users  and  twenty-eight  general  psychiatric  patients  matched 
for  age  and  sex  were  compared:  thirteen  narcotic  users  and  seven  controls 
had  a "special  position"  in  the  family  (i.  e.  only  child  of  that  sex):  fifty-three 
per  cent  of  the  users  and  twenty  per  cent  of  the  controls  had  either  no  or 
maladaptive  parental  models  (i„  e.  death  of  parent,  alcoholism  or  drug  use  of 
parent,  divorce,  desertion  or  separation  of  parents,  mental  illness  of  parent) 

130.  Rettig,  S.  , and  Pasamanick,  B. 

Subculture  Identification  of  Hospitalized  Male  Drug  Addicts: 

A Further  Examination. 

J.  Nerv.  Ment.  Dis.  (Baltimore),  139(1):  83-86,  1964. 

Two  hundred  hospitalized  male  addicts  were  tested  using  M.  M.  P.  I.  Scales 
to  examine  the  hypothesis  put  forward  by  J.  J.  Monroe  and  A.  W.  Astin 
(J.  Abnorm.  Psychol.  (Washington),  63:  215-218,  1961).  It  was  found  sub- 
cultural addicts  are  addicted  longer,  are  poorer  candidates  for  psychotherapy 
and  are  addicted  more  quickly  than  solitary  addicts. 
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131.  Rickman,  A. 

Follow-up  of  Criminal  Narcotic  Addicts. 

Can.  Psychiatr.  Assoc.  J.  (Ottawa),  11(2):  107-115,  1966. 

Statistics  from  the  Narcotic  Control  Division  of  the  Department  of  National 
Health  and  Welfare  are  examined.  Nationally,  the  number  of  criminal 
addicts  has  decreased  between  1955-1964.  "The  prospect  for  abstinence 
increases  with  the  age  of  the  addict". 

132.  Rosenberg,  C.  M. 

LSD  Psychosis. 

Med.  J.  Aust.  (Sydney),  1:  129-131,  1968. 

Four  cases  of  LSD  ingestion  are  reported,  two  precipitating  a schizophrenic 
reaction,  although  of  the  two,  only  one  person  had  taken  LSD  at  the  time  of 
the  episode. 

133.  Rosenberg,  C.  M. 

Young  Drug  Addicts:  Background  and  Personality. 

J.  Nerv.  Ment.  Dis.  (Baltimore),  148(1):  65-73,  1969. 

Fifty  amphetamine,  narcotic  and  LSD  "addicts  . . . distinguished  by  their 
mode  of  dress  and  long  hair"  under  the  age  of  tmrty-one  who  were  sent  to 
hospitals  or  institutions  were  examined  using  clinical  interviews,  the  Eysenk 
Personality  Inventory,  the  I.  P.  A.  T.  Anxiety  Scale  Questionnaire  and 
Raven's  Progressive  Matrices.  The  majority  came  from  working  class  back- 
grounds with  a history  of  family  dispute  and  antisocial  behaviour.  "Most 
had  an  underlying  personality  disorder  characterized  by  immaturity,  pas- 
sivity difficulties  in  handling  anxieties  and,  in  many  cases,  sexual  devi- 
ation". They  were  of  average  intelligence  but  had  high  scores  for  anxiety 
and  neurosis. 

134.  Sandison,  R.  A.  , Spencer,  A.  M.  , and  Whitelaw,  J.  A. 

The  Theraputic  Value  of  L.  S.  D.  in  Mental  Illness. 

Journal  of  Mental  Science  (London),  100:  491-507,  1954. 

LSD  was  given  to  thirty- six  patients  suffering  from  psychoneurosis  and 
allied  conditions.  Fourteen  recovered,  seven  improved,  and  tw'o  did  not 
improve.  If.  was  too  early  to  assess  the  treatment  in  the  others.  LSD  is 
said  to  disturb  the  unconscious  and  release  repressed  memories. 
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135.  Sandison,  R.  A.  , and  Whitelaw,  J.  D.  A. 

Further  Studies  in  the  Therapeutic  Value  of  LSD  in  Mental  Illness. 

J.  Nerv.  Ment.  Sc.  (London),  130'  332-343,  1957. 

The  paper  is  an  extension  of  Sandison  et  al.  , 1954  paper  on  the  vaLie  of  LSD 
(J.  Ment.  Sci.  , 100:  pp.  491-507)  with  an  additional  sixty-four  patients  being 
treated  with  LSD  giving  a total  of  one  hundred.  "Of  these  one  hundred,  sixty- 
four  have  recovered,  thirty-two  failed  to  achieve  appreciable  benefit  and  seven 
were  not  assessed". 

136.  Sarwer-Foner,  G.  J. 

Recognition  and  Management  of  Drug- induced  Extrapyramidal  Reactions  and 
Paradoxical  Behavioural  Reactions  in  Psychiatry. 

Can.  Med.  Assoc.  J.  (Toronto),  83(7):  312-318,  I960. 

This  is  a paper  hypothesizing  the  mechanisms  by  which  persons  of  different 
personalities  handle  the  experience  of  drug  effect  that  is,  why  different  people 
react  differently  to  tranquillizer  s , stimulants,  hallucinogens,  and  so  on. 

Nine  reaction-type s are  described. 


137.  Savage,  C.  , Fadiman,  J.  , Mogar,  R.  , and  Allen,  M.  H. 

The  Effects  of  Psychedelic  (LSD)  Therapy  on  Values,  Personality  and  Behaviour. 
International  Journal  of  Neuropsychiatry,  (Chicago),  2(3);  241-254,  1966. 

Seventy- seven  persons, with  a mean  age  of  35.  5 years  were  given  out-patient 
LSD  therapy.  On  the  basis  of  M.  M.  P.  I.  , Inter-Personal  Check  List  and 
clinical  diagnosis,  they  were  divided  into  diagnostic  categories  (cyclothymic, 
obsessive-compulsive  reactive  and  passive-aggressive)  and  the  effect  of  the 
LSD  therapy  was  analyzed.  "With  regard  to  the  nature  of  changes  character- 
izing different  personality  types,  shifts  tended  to  occur  cons  istent  with  defense 
patterns  of  a given  group.  Thus,  anxiety  neurotics  are  less  anxious,  compulsive 
and  withdrawn  while  close  object  relationships  are  moe  gratifying.  In  contrast, 
impulsive,  hyperactive  subjects  lead  more  orderly,  less  hectic  existence  and 
display  greater  c ontrol". 


1 38.  Schasre,  R. 

Cessation  Patterns  Among  Neophyte  Heroin  Users. 

International  Journal  of  the  Addictions,  (New  York),  1(2):  23-32,  1966. 

Forty  ex-addicts  were  interviewed:  twenty-two  stopped  using  narcotics  because 
of  lack  of  availability;  nine  stopped  because  they  felt  they  were  becoming  addicted 
"the  ex-user  . . . appeared  to  be  more  self  assured  than  the  addict";  "social 
circumstances  can  and  do  play  an  important  role  in  determining  whether  or  not 
such  an  'addict  prone1  neophyte  narcotics  user  will  persist  in  usage". 
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139.  Schneck,  J.  M. 

Benzedrine  Psychosis:  Report  of  a Case. 

Milit.  Surgeon,  (Washington),  102:  60-61,  1948. 

"The  report  presented  of  a patient  with  a personality  disorder  involving 
aggressive  and  antisocial  features  being  precipitated  into  an  acute,  trans- 
ient psychosis  . . . through  the  injection  of  an  excessive  quantity  of 
Benzedrine". 

140.  Schwarz,  B.  E.  , Bickford,  R.  G.  , Mudler,  D.  W.  , and  Rome  , H.  P. 
Mescaline  and  LSD-25  in  Activation  of  Temporal  Lobe  Epilepsy. 

Neurology,  (Minneapolis),  6:  275-280,  1956. 

Mescaline  and  LSD-25  were  administered  to  three  patients  who  had  temporal 
lobe  epilepsy.  "It  did  not  provoke  psychic  auras  or  any  causally  related 
material  ...  It  would  seem  that  the  action  of  these  drugs  in  producing 
experimental  psychosis  might  be  a diffuse  one,  rather  than  one  of  selectiv- 
ely activating  any  single  region". 

141.  Shagass,  C.  , and  Lipowski,  E.  J. 

Effects  of  Methedrine  on  Critical  Flicker  Fusion  and  its  Relation  to 
Personality  Effect. 

J.  Nerv.  Ment.  Dis.  (Baltimore),  127:  407-416,  1958. 

Seventy-five  psychiatric  patients  were  divided  into  experimental  and  control 
groups.  Methedrine  was  administered  to  the  experimental  group  and  both 
groups  were  tested  for  critical  flicker  fusion  levels  and  compared  for  psy- 
chiatric diagnosis,  pre  and  post  injection  affect,  clinical  appraisal  of 
hysterical-obsessional  trend,  Guilford,  R.  and  S.  scores  of  introve rs ion- 
Qxtraversion,  IPAT  anxiety  score  and  sedation  threshold.  It  was  found 
"the  incidence  of  increased  dysphoria  after  methedrine  was  less  in  pre- 
viously elated  and  non-dysphoric  than  in  dysphoric  patients.  There  was 
no  difference  between  patients  with  anxiety  and  depression  in  affective 
reaction  to  methedrine'  . 

142.  Shanson,  B. 

Amphetamine  Poisoning. 

Br.  Med.  J.  (London),  1;  576,  1956. 

An  acute  psychotic  reaction  in  a seven  and  a half  year  old  boy  after  inhaling 
from  a Benzedrine  inhaler.  Remittance  in  one  day. 


39 


143.  Shorvon,  H.  J. 

Use  of  Benzedrine  Sulphate  by  Psychopaths. 

Br.  Med.  J.  (London),  2:  285-286,  1945. 

This  is  a case  history  of  a psychopath  having  taken  twenty-five  to  thirty, 
five  mg.  tablets  of  Benzedrine  for  a period  of  four  years  with  no  harmful 
mental  or  physical  effects.  The  hypothesis  that  certain  people  do  not 
necessarily  develop  an  addiction  to  or  psychosis  from  the  use  of  amphetamines 
is  put  forward. 

144.  Simpson,  W.  S. 

Toxic  Psychosis:  A Complication  of  Overdosage  of  Antiobesity  Drugs. 

J.  Kans.  Med.  Soc.  , (Topeka),  58:  524-527,  1957. 

"It  is  evident  from  the  case  history  presented  that  the  patient  had  had  many 
long  standing  personality  difficulties  prior  to  intoxication  with  Benzedrine 
and  thyroid  extract,  but  that  the  drugs  served  to  expose  latent  psychotic 
tendencies". 

145.  Slater,  P.  E.  , Morimoto,  K.  , and  Hyde,  R.  W. 

The  Effect  of  Group  Administration  Upon  Symptom  Formation  Under  LSD. 

J.  Nerv.  Ment.  Dis.  , (Baltimore),  125:  312-315,  1957. 

Seventy-two  normal  subjects  were  divided  into  two  groups,  the  persons  in 
one  group  taking  LSD,  alone,  those  in  the  other  group  taking  LSD  in  groups 
of  two  or  more.  "Group  subjects  tended  to  have  manic  or  schizo-affective 
reactions  while  alone  subjects  tended  to  have  schizophrenic -turmoil  reactions 
. . . Alone  subjects  showed  more  anxiety,  depression,  inappropriate  behaviour, 
unde r -activity,  sensory  illusions,  hallucinations,  thinking  and  speech  disturb- 
ances and  somatic  symptoms  while  group  subjects  showed  more  elation". 

146.  Sloane,  B.  , and  Lovett  -Doust,  J.  W. 

Psychophys iological  Investigations  in  Experimental  Psychoses. 

Journal  of  Mental  Science,  (London),  100(418):  129-144,  1954. 

LSD-25  was  given  to  eleven  healthy  controls,  twelve  depressives  and  seven 
schizophrenics  in  doses  of  40  to  120  micrograms.  It  was  found  that  LSD 
produced  an  accentuation  of  pre-existing  affect,  no  measurable  impairment 
of  memory  or  concentration,  and  alleviated  depression  in  four  of  the  six  re- 
active depressive  patients. 
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147.  Smart,  R.  G.  , and  Bateman,  K. 

Unfavourable  Reactions  to  BSD:  A Review  and  Analysis  of  the  Available 
Case  Reports. 

Can.  Med.  Assoc.  J.  , (Toronto),  97(20),  1214-1221,  1967. 

This  is  an  analysis  and  review  of  unfavourable  reactions  to  LSD.  "In 
summary,  the  LSD  users  would  appear  to  be  mainly  young  male  college 
students  or  former  students,  some  of  whom  have  had  previous  personality 
problems  of  a psychotic  or  neurotic  type".  A reasonably  thorough  (1967) 
review  of  the  literature  with  recommendations  for  further  research. 


148.  Smart,  R.  G.  , and  Fejer,  D. 

Ill  icit  LSD  Users:  Their  Social  Backgrounds,  Drug  Use  and 
Psychopathology. 

Journal  of  Health  and  Social  Behaviour,  (Washington)  10(4):  297-308,  1969. 


"This  study  compared  one  hundred  illicit  LSD  users  and  forty-six  matched 
non-users  as  to  social  background  drug  use,  and  personality.  The  LSD 
users  were  mainly  single  males,  under  twenty-five,  and  from  the  two 
highest  social  classes.  The  LSD  users  were  also  underachievers.  The 
majority  frequently  used  psychoactive  and  hallucinogenic  drugs  as  well  as 
LSD  and  hence  were  multihabituated.  Diagnosis  of  conduct  disorder  and 
psychosis  were  more  frequent  in  the  illicit  user  groups,  ninety- six  per 
cent  of  whom  had  abnormal  MMPI  records  (as  opposed  to  forty- six  per 
cent  of  the  controls).  There  were  also  strong  indications  that  much  of  the 
psychopathology  pre -dated  LSD  use".  This  study  used  structured  interviews 
the  Otis  Quick-Scoring  Mental  Ability  Test,  the  MMPI  and  the  Thematic 
Apperception  Test. 


149.  Smith,  W.  G.  , Ell  inwood,  E.  H.  , and  Vaillant,  G„  E. 

Narcotic  Addicts  in  the  Mid  1960's. 

Public  Health  Reports,  (Washington),  81(5):  403-412,  1966. 

Data  on  one  hundred  narcotic  addicts  admitted  to  the  Lexington  Hospital 
between  1964-66  were  compared  to  data  on  a similar  group  admitted  during 
the  mid  1930's.  It  was  found  thal  the  two  groups  were  similar  along  lines 
of  drug  use  and  social  functioning,  indicating  addiction  to  be  a more-or- 
less  constant  way  of  life. 
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150.  Solursh,  L.  P. 

The  Use  of  LSD-25  in  Psychotherapy:  An  Evaluation. 

International  Journal  of  Neuropsychiatry,  (Chicago)  2(6):  651-656,  1966. 

A review  is  presented  of  the  patients,  selections,  then  treatment  methods, 
and  results  of  the  author's  use  of  LSD-25  in  psychotherapy.  LSD  is  pre- 
sented as  useful  in  teaching,  research  and  therapy.  Twenty- six  of  the 
thirty-one  patients  who  were  administered  the  drug  showed  definite  social 
and  psychological  improvement:  " a particularly  useful  application  was  in 
the  production  of  emotionally  meaningful  insight  in  obsessional  personalities 
who  tended  to  intelle ctualize  a great  deal  and  to  isolate  relevant  affect  from 
thought". 

151.  Steffenhagen,  R.  A.  , McAree,  C.  P.  , and  Zheutlin,  L.  S. 

Social  and  Academic  Factors  Associated  With  Drug  Use  on  the  University  of 
Vermont  Campus. 

Int.  J.  Soc.  Psychiat.  (London),  15(2):  92-96,  1969. 

A questionnaire  was  administered  to  seventy- six  admitted  drug  users 
(fifty-nine  males,  eighteen  females)  at  the  University  of  Vermont  and  a 
control  group  of  non-drug  users  matched  for  age,  sex,  religion,  major 
fraternity  membership,  and  residence.  It  was  found  that  "the  student  drug 
users  tend  to  be  well  distributed  in  terms  of  academic  standing  although 
the  group  is  slightly  above  average  . . . Students  who  come  from  homes 
of  high  SES  are  more  favourably  disposed  to  using  drugs  . . . Family  dis- 
organization per  se  does  not  seem  to  be  related  to  drug  use  in  college  . . . 
Relationships  of  causality  in  reference  to  these  factors  may  be  spurious". 


152.  Steffenhagen,  R.  A.  , McAcree,  C.  P.  , and  Zheutlin,  L.  S. 

Some  Social  Factors  in  College  Drug  Use. 

Int.  J.  Soc.  Psychiat.  (London),  15(2):  97-101,  1969. 

Questionnaires  were  administered  to  seventy- six  volunteer  drug  users  at 
the  University  of  Vermont  and  a similar  number  of  controls  matched  for 
age,  sex,  major  religion,  residence  and  fraternity  membership.  It  was 
found:  " a larger  per  cent  of  the  admitted  drug  users  were  fraternity 
members";  the  Jewish  drug  user  had  a higher  level  of  family  cohesion 
than  Protestant  or  Catholic  drug  users;  "Students  who  have  strong  religious 
convictions  are  less  prone  to  get  high  the  first  time";  and  the  more  mari- 
huana the  subject  used,  the  more  likely  he  is  to  smoke  alone  and  to  use 
other  psychoactive  drugs. 
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15  3.  Straker,  M. 

Intravenous  Methamphetamine  Adjuvant  to  Psychotherapy. 

American  Journal  of  Psychiatry  , (Washington),  109:  853-855,  1953. 

Of  sixty-six  patients  suffering  from  varied  mental  disturbances,  fifty-four 
were  aided  in  psychotherapy  by  injection  of  methamphetamine.  ’’The  effect 
is  an  increase  in  ego  strength  and  self-esteem  together  with  the  stripping 
away  of  superficial  ego  defences". 

154.  Suchman,  E.  A. 

The  Hang-loose  Ethic  and  the  Spirit  of  Drug  Use. 

Journal  of  Health  and  Social  Behaviour,  (Washington),  9(2):  146-155,  1968. 

Four  hundred  and  eighty- six  randomly  selected  college  students  were 
given  interviews  and  questionnaires  concerning  drug  use.  "The  use  of 
drugs  was  more  likely  to  occur  among  these  students  whose  behaviour, 
attitudes  or  values,  and  self  images  were  indicative  of  opposition  to  the 
traditional  established  order". 


155.  Templeton,  G.  , and  Spruiell,  V. 

Methedrine  Interviews:  Clinical  and  Rorschach  Studies. 

Psychiatr.  Q.  , (Utica),  32:  781-795,  1958. 

"Methedrine  was  administered  intravenously  in  Aventy  to  forty-nine  mg. 
doses  to  twenty- one  hospitalized  patients  in  intensive  psychotherapy  . . . 
It  was  found  that  methedrine  does  not  predictably  produce  changes  in 
psychopathology,  but  may  exaggerate  previously  suspected  features  . . . 
Rorschach  studies  conducted  with  patients  before  and  during  methedrine 
interviews  substantiate  the  increase  in  emotional  responsiveness  rated 
clinically". 


156.  Tietz,  W. 

Complications  Following  Ingestion  of  LSD  in  a Lower  Class  Population. 

Calif.  Med.  (San  Francisco),  107(5):  396-398,  1967. 

Forty-nine  patients  admitted  to  Los  Angeles  County  Hospital  as  a direct 
result  of  LSD  experience  were  given  MMPI  and  the  Bende r- Gestalt  Test. 

It  is  stated  that  "in  fifty- seven  per  cent  of  these  patients  an  extended 
psychosis  developed  although  they  had  no  previous  history  of  psychosis. 
However,  there  is  no  evidence  presented  to  verify  the  lack  of  previous 
psychoses.  The  question  arises  as  to  pre-morbid  personality  of  the  patients. 
Were  these  patients  functioning  at  a borderline  psychotic  level  before  they 
took  LSD?  If  so,  then  I.SD  may  have  triggered  latent  psychosis". 
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15  7.  Tolentino,  I. 

[Psychopathological  and  Clinical  Findings  in  Two  Cases  of  Addiction  to 
Phenylpropylamine  Derivatives,  j 
Riv.  Neurol.  (Napoli),  28:  81-90,  1958, 

Two  case  studies  of  amphetamine  addicts  are  reported  with  consideration  of 
the  patients  basic  personality  structure  and  drug  action. 

158.  Tolentino,  I.  , and  Diauossa,  B. 

[Psychoses  from  amine -synthetic  mimetics.  ] 

Arch.  Psicol.  Neurol.  Psychiatr.  (Milano),  18:  127-169,  1957. 

Nine  original  case  histories  and  a review  of  the  literature  concerning 
amphetamine  psychosis  is  presented.  "The  prominent  weight  of  the  basic 
psychologic  structure  of  the  personality  is  emphasized  . . . The  toxic  action 
of  the  drug  actuates  paranoid  delusions  and  hallucinations  by  intensifying  the 
tendency  to  projections,  interpretation,  and  other  abnormal  psychic  mechanisms' 

159.  Torda,  C. 

Comments  on  the  Character  Structure  and  Psychodynamic  Process  of  Heroin 
Add  icts. 

Percept.  Mot.  Skills  (Missoula),  27:  143-146,  1968. 

Thirty  heroin  addicts  and  thirty  abstinent  patients  were  examined  using 
Biological  Personality  Tests,  Mother-Child  Relationships,  Evaluation  Test 
of  Roth,  and  the  Family  Adjustment  Test  of  Elias.  The  heroin  addict  is  a 
product  of  a family  where  the  mother  represented  the  authority  at  home. 

The  mother  continued  to  punish  activity,  self-expression  and  self-assertion 
by  denial  of  need -fulfillment  and  by  overt  disapproval.  His  idealized  image 
is  a quiet,  troubled,  and  contemplative  man,  without  needs.  By  blocking 
afferent  sensory  stimuli,  heroin  creates  in  him  the  sensation  of  'all  his  needs 
being  fulfilled'.  The  heroin  addict  appears  to  be  a loner.  The  self- involved 
mother  of  the  chronic  alcoholic  may  have  been  lacking  genuine  love  for  him 
and  awareness  of  his  needs,  but  enjoyed  genuinely  his  aggressive  sucking 
during  the  period  of  lactation.  The  LSD  user  has  experienced  geniune  love. 

His  mother  enjoyed  empathically  perceiving  his  needs  and  fulfilling  them. 

He  reached  a potentially  high  psychic  maturity. 

160.  Torda,  C. 

LSD  User  s - Character  Structure  and  Psychodynamic  Processes. 

N.  Y.  State  J.  Med.  (New  York),  69:  2243-2247,  1969. 

Fifty  LSD  users  and  fifty  controls  between  sixteen  to  twenty-nine  years  of 
age  were  matched  by  age.  interest,  background  and  diagnostic  classification. 

They  were  given  the  Wechsle  r - Belleuve , Rorschach,  TAT,  and  Biological 
Personality  Tests. 
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It  was  concluded  "even  though  the  LSD  user  possesses  leadership  qualities, 
courage  high  standards,  high  intelligence,  insatiable  curiosity,  original 
thinking,  good  logic  problem  solving  ability  and  generosity,  he  is  robbed 
of  leadership  by  deep-seated  conflict  about  self-assertation.  When  exposed 
to  an  anxiety-producing  situation  he  is  apt  to  block  his  problem  solving 
skills,  panics  and  develop  self  hatred".  The  article  is  written  with  a 
psychoanalytical  approach. 

161.  Unger,  S.  M, 

Mescaline,  LSD,  Psilocybin  and  Personality  Changes. 

Psychiatry,  (Washington),  26(2):  111-125,  1963. 

An  excellent  review  of  the  literature  concerning  whether  or  not  LSD, 
mescaline  and/or  psilocybin  cause  personality  changes  within  the  user. 

The  article  concludes  that  the  surroundings  the  drug  is  taken  in  are  of 
paramount  importance  to  drug  reaction  and  personality  change  and  recom- 
mends further  research. 


162.  Ungerleider,  J.  T.  , Fisher,  D.  D.  , and  Fuller,  M. 

The  Dangers  of  LSD. 

J.  A.  M.  A.  (Chicago),  197(6):  389-392,  1966. 

During  a seven  month  period  seventy  patients  having  a history  of  non- 
medical LSD  ingestion  were  seen  at  a University  Hospital  psychiatric 
service.  Of  these  thirty-seven  per  cent  had  previous  psychiatric  problems 
and  data  was  not  available  on  forty-five  per  cent,  leaving  eighteen  per  cent 
with  no  history  of  psychiatric  care.  Only  22.  8 per  cent  had  taken  LSD 
within  the  week  previous  to  interview.  The  author  warns  of  possible 
psychosis,  suicide  and  homicide  after  taking  LSD. 


163.  Ungerleider,  J.  T.  , Fisher,  D.  D.  , Goldsmith,  S.  R.  , Fuller,  M.  , and 
Forgy,  E. 

A Statistical  Survey  of  Adverse  Reactions  to  LSD  in  Los  Angeles  County. 
Am.  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  125(3):  352-357,  1968. 

One  thousand  and  eighty-four  Los  Angeles  professionals  reported  1,  887 
adverse  reactions  to  marihuana,  2,389  adverse  reactions  to  LSD,  and  890 
adverse  reactions  to  other  drugs  from  their  patients  over  an  eighteen 
month  period.  The  seriousness  of  these  drug  reactions  is  discussed. 
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164.  Ungerleider,  J.  T.  , Fisher,  D.  D.  , Fuller,  M.  , and  Caldwell,  A. 

The  Bad  Trip  - The  Etiology  of  the  Adverse  LSD  Reaction. 

Am.  J.  Psychiatry  (Hanover,  N.  H.  ),  124(11)*  41-48,  1968. 

Twenty-five  psychiatric  inpatients  hospitalized  following  LoD  ingestion  were 
compared  with  twenty-five  members  of  a group  who  took  LSD  together  regularly 
without  reported  difficulty  on  the  basis  of  M.  M.  P.  I.  scores  and  demographic 
characteristics.  Although  some  differences  were  found  between  the  two  groups, 
there  were  no  outstanding  historical  or  clinical  features  which  could  be  used 
to  predict  an  adverse  reaction  to  the  drugs.  However,  the  findings  support 
to  the  hypothesis  that  LSD  interacts  writh  schizoid  trends  in  an  unspecified 
and  complex  manner. 

165.  Vaillant,  G.  E. 

A Twelve  Year  Follow-\ip  on  N.  Y.  Narcotic  Addicts:  IV.  Some  Characteristics 
and  Determinants  of  Abstinence. 

Amer.  J.  Psychiat.  (Hanover),  123(5):  573-584,  1966. 

"Thirty  urban  narcotic  addicts  who  over  a twelve  year  period  achieved  stable 
abstinences  were  compared  with  thirty  chronic  addicts.  Abstinence  was 
associated  with  certain  changes  in  defensive  style  but  did  not  result  in  emergence 
of  new  psychiatric  symptomatology.  It  occurred  most  often  in  addicts  with  a 
prior  history  of  regular  employment  and  stable  early  childhood.  Compulsory 
community  supervision,  discovery  of  substitutes  for  narcotics,  and  gratifying 
non-family  object  relationships  appeared  to  be  important  factors  in  producing 
abstinence. 

166.  Vaillant,  G.  E. 

Parent-Child  Cultural  Disparity  and  Drug  Addiction. 

J.  Nerv.  Ment.  Dis.  (Baltimore),  142(6):  534-539,  1966. 

In  the  study  there  were  171  non-Puerto  Rican  Negroes,  187  non-Puerto  Rican 
Whites  and  130  patients  of  Puerto  Rican  descent.  They  were  all  males  and  born 
between  1931-1940.  For  all  three  ethnic  groups,  the  rate  of  addiction  among 
first  generation  N.  Y.  City  residents  was  three  times  that  of  the  immigrants. 

The  evidence  suggests  that  both  minority  status  and  parental  cultural  mobility 
are  correlated  ( + ) with  drug  addiction  among  lower  SES  groups. 

167.  Van  Kaam,  A. 

Addiction  and  Existence, 

Review  of  Existential  Psychology  and  Psychiatry,  (New  York),  8:  54-64,  1968. 

The  paper  considers  the  structure  of  the  "addictive  personality".  "We  found 
that  in  the  addiction-prone  personality  the  receptive  attitude  prevails  over  the 
attitiide  of  mastery".  Thus  the  person  uses  drugs  as  a retreat  from  a reality 
with  which  he  cannot  cope. 
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168.  Von  Felsinger,  J.  M.  , Lasagna,  L.  , and  Beecher,  H.  K. 

Drug- induced  Mood  Changes  in  Man:  II  Personality  and  Reactions  to  Drugs. 

J.  A.  M.  A.  (Chicago),  157(13):  1113-1119,  1955. 

Twenty  young  male  volunteers  were  evalutated  with  reference  to  drug 
reaction  and  personality.  The  drugs  used  were  morphine,  heroin,  pento- 
barbital, amphetamine  and  placebo  and  the  analysis  was  done  by  means  of 
clinical  examination  and  Rorschach  Tests.  "Differential  personality  dynamics, 
primarily  in  terms  of  the  balance  of  mature,  socially  orientated  controls 
over  impulsive  egocentric  emotionality  were  found  to  be  correlated  with 
that  type  of  drug  reaction". 

169.  Von  Felsinger,  J.  , Lasagna,  L.  , and  Beecher,  H.  K. 

The  Response  of  Normal  Men  to  LSD  Derivatives:  Correlation  to  Personality 
and  Drug  Reactions. 

Journal  of  Clinical  and  Experimental  Pschopathology,  (New  York)  17: 

414-428,  1956. 

Nineteen  young  healthy  males  were  given  LSD  derivatives  and  clincial  inter- 
views with  Rorschach  tests  before  and  during  the  drug  reaction.  "The  degree 
of  Rorschach  change , as  well  as  the  amount  of  reaction  to  the  drug  was 
correlated  ( + ) with  personality  disturbances  or  maladjustment. 

170.  Wallis,  G.  G.  , McHarg,  J.  F.  , and  Scott,  O.  C.  A. 

Acute  Psychosis  Caused  by  Dextro- amphetamine. 

Br.  Med.  J.  (London),  2:  1394,  1949. 

This  is  a report  of  an  acute  psychosis  caused  by  the  ingestion  of  fifty-five 
mgs.  of  dextro-amphetamine  which  lasted  approximately  twenty-four  hours. 

171.  Wallis,  G.  G. 

Amphetamine  Psychosis. 

Br.  Med.  J.  (London),  1:  1121,  1957. 

A twenty  year  old  man  with  schizophrenic  tendencies  had  an  acute  psychotic 
reaction  after  eating  the  contents  of  two  Benzedrine  inhalers.  Concerning 
his  schizophrenia;  "very  possibly  this  underlying  psychosis  coloured  the 
acute  toxic  reaction  to  amphetamine". 
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172.  Weech,  A.  A. 

The  Narcotic  Addict  and  "The  Street". 

Arch.  Gen.  Psychiatry  (Chicago),  14:  299-306,  1966. 

The  study  is  derived  from  impressions  gathered  in  psychotherapeutic  sessions 
at  the  Lexington  Hospital  and  is  restricted  to  persons  with  severe  personality 
disorders.  Evidence  suggests  the  addict  has  in  some  ways  substituted  the 
street  for  home;  however,  he  maintains  a strong  dependent  tie  with  significant 
family  members.  He  denies  depression  by  keeping  busy  and  anonymous  on 
the  street. 

173.  Welpton,  D.  F. 

Psychodynamics  of  Chronic  LSD  Use. 

J.  Nerv.  Ment.  Dis.  (Baltimore),  147(4):  377-385,  1968. 

Ten  White,  middle  class  chronic  LSD  users  in  their  mid-twenties  volunteered 
for  clinical  diagnosis  and  underwent  a battery  of  psychological  tests  and  inter- 
views including  Rorschach,  Bender,  and  Human  Figure  Drawing  Tests.  All 
had  had  experience  with  marihuana  and  amphetamine s.  It  was  found  that  they 
had  all  had  Qedipal  conflicts  and  major  difficulties  trying  to  become  independent 
adults  as  well  as  difficulties  with  sexual  identification,  dependency  needs  and 
control  of  aggression.  It  was  hypothesized  that  they  took  LSD  to  find  meaning 
in  life  and  so  as  to  belong  to  and  identify  with  the  using  group.  All  denied  any 
adverse  effects  from  the  drugs. 

I 

174.  Wikler,  A. 

A Psycliodynamic  Study  of  a Patient  During  Experimental  Self- Regulated  Re - 
addiction  to  Morphine. 

Psychiatr.  Q.  (Utica),  36:  1-24,  1952. 

A narcotic  addict  at  the  Lexington  Hospital  was  allowed  to  re -addict  himself 
to  morphine  and  then  withdraw  for  research  purposes.  A detailed  psychoanalytic 
analysis  of  his  dreams  and  comments  was  undertaken,  concluding  that  addiction 
satisfies  'primary'  needs  but  not  'secondary'  needs. 

175.  Wikler,  A. 

Clinical  and  E.  E.  C.  Studies  on  the  Effects  of  Mescaline,  n - Allynormorphine 
and  Morphine  in  Man. 

J.  Nerv.  Ment.  Dis.  (Baltimore),  120(3):  15  7-175,  1954. 

Thirty-five  combined  clinical  and  E.  E.  G.  studies  were  done  on  twenty- one 
'post-addict'  male  prisoner  patients  at  the  U.  S.  Public  Health  Service  Hospital. 
"The  data  indicates  that  the  clinical  and  E.  E.  G.  effects  of  these  drugs  are 
determined  not  only  by  the  chemical  properties  of  these  agents  but  by  other 
factors  not  clearly  defined.  However,  the  'personality'  of  the  individual, 
his  past  experience  with  drugs  and  the  meaning  to  him  of  the  experimental 
situation  appear  to  modify  drug  effects". 
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176.  Wikler,  A. 

On  the  Nature  of  Addiction  and  Habituation. 

Br.  J.  Addict.  (London),  57(2):  73-79,  1961. 

This  article  proposes  the  hypothesis  that  addiction  may  be  a function  of 
behavioural  conditioning,  as  well  as  personality  defect. 


177.  Winick,  C. 

Physician  Narcotic  Addicts. 

Social  Problems,  (Kalamazoo),  9(2):  174-186,  1961. 

Interviews  were  conducted  with,  ninety-eight  physician  narcotic  addicts  or 
ex-addicts.  It  was  found  "it  was  possible  to  code  several  factors  . . . 
associated  with  their  use  of  narcotics.  In  order  of  their  incidence  . . . 
overwork,  physical  ailments,  self-concept,  wives,  level  of  aspiration, 
euphoric  or  depressing  effect,  liquor,  insomnice,  and  age".  It  was  also 
noted  these  addicts  were  considerably  more  free  from  legal  harassment 
than  the  ’street'  addict. 


178.  Winick,  G. 

Maturing  Out  of  Narcotic  Addiction. 

Bulletin  on  Narcotics  (New  York),  14(1):  1-  7,  1962. 

The  Bureau  of  Narcotics  records  on  7,234  ex-addicts  were  examined  and 
the  'maturing  out1  hypothesis  formed:  it  is  assumed  that  those  who  begin 
to  use  drugs  at  different  ages  do  so  for  different  reasons.  If  the  addict 
takes  drugs  to  cope  with  adolescent  and  early  adulthood  problems  as  he 
matures  these  problems  become  less  pressing.  Thus  he  matures  out  of 
the  need  for  drugs  and  stops  using  them.  (See  also  Winick,  C.  , "The 
Life  Cycle  of  the  Narcotic  Addict  and  of  Addiction",  Bulletin  of  Narcotics 
(New  York),  16(1),  1964.) 


179.  Winick,  C. 

The  Life  Cycle  of  the  Narcotic  Addict  and  of  Addiction. 

U.  N.  Bulletin  on  Narcotics  (New  York),  16(1):  1-11,  1964. 

The  Bureau  of  Narcotics  records  on  7,  234  ex-addicts  were  examined.  The 
data  suggests  that  addiction  may  be  a self-limiting  process  for  two-thirds 
of  the  addicts.  There  is  a heavy  concentration  of  commencement  of  drug 
use  in  the  years  of  late  adolescence  and  early  adulthood,  probably  as  a way 
of  coping  with  the  problems  of  these  stressful  years.  The  younger  a person 
starts  on  narcotics,  the  longer  his  period  of  addiction  is  likely  to  last.  The 
proportion  of  those  using  narcotics  is  high  for  those  starting  in  teens  and 
mid-thirtie  s. 
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180.  Winick,  C.  , and  Nyswander,  M, 

Psychotherapy  of  Successful  Musicians  Who  are  Drug  Addicts. 

Am.  J.  Orthopsychiatry  (New  York),  31(3):  622-636,  1961. 

Fifteen  musician  narcotic  addicts  were  compared  with  a control  group  of 
addicts  via  psychotherapy.  "The  clinic  patients  differed  from  the  typical 
addict  in  their  relative  vocational  success,  family  status,  interest  in 
heterosexuality,  and  in  having  a relatively  strong  father  figure.  Taking 
drugs  seemed  to  quell  rage  and  hostility". 


181.  Young,  D.  , and  Scoville,  W.  B. 

Paranoid  Psychosis  in  Narcolepsy  and  the  Possible  Danger  of  Benzedrine 
Treatment. 

Med.  Clin.  North  Am.  (Philadelphia),  22;  637-646,  1938. 

"Benzedrine  appeared  to  be  a precipitating  factor  in  two  of  our  three  psychotic 
patients.  For  this  reason  a careful  psychiatric  examination  is  indicated  before 
starting  Benzedrine  therapy  on  narcoleptic  patients.  If  a paranoid  trend  is 
discovered,  it  may  be  wiser  to  allow  the  sleeping  spells  to  continue.  " 

182.  Zinberg,  N.  E. 

Social  and  Psychological  Factors  of  Marihuana. 

Presented  at  the  Symposium  on  the  Psychology  of  Drug  Addiction,  XIX, 
International  Congresg  of  Psychology,  pp.  1-17,  1969. 

Twenty-eight  occasional  users  of  marihuana,  nine  chronic  users  and  twenty- 
four  non-users  were  given  a number  of  psychological  tests  and  interviews 
before  and  after  smoking  marihuanaa  in  a double -blind  experiment.  Some  of 
the  findings  relating  to  personality:  "Our  efforts  to  determine  if  overt  neuroses 
existed  in  the  occasional  user  group  showed  no  support  for  the  contention  that 
marihuana  use  per  se  represented  a neurotic  outlet  . , . We  found  this  lack  of 
specialness  in  the  'Occasional  user  group'  remarkable".  The  non-users  were 
predominantly  compulsive,  the  occasional  users  hysterical  and  the  chronic 
users  paranoid,  although  no  group  was  extreme. 
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